























NY 


|ON 















Rew et Law Fournal 


ghty 


Years 


of Publication 

















— 


VOL. ele. 3 


NEWARK, N. J., THURSDAY, JANUARY 16, 1958 








81 N. J. b~-L Index Page 29 


Copy: Twenty-Five Cents 








Digests of Recent Opinions 


CRIMINAL LAW — CONSTITU- 
TIONAL LAW — The taking 
and keeping of fingerprint, 
photographic and other rec- 
ords of one imprisoned for 
violation of motor vehicle law 
is not an unconstitutional in- 
vasion of the right of privacy. 

—Law enforcement officials have 
the right and duty to finger- 
print and photograph all per- 
sons committed to their cus- 
tody regardless of the serious- 
ness of the charge and have 
the right in their discretion, 
subject to paramount equities, 
to retain such records even 
after acquittal except in cases 
of juveniles acquitted of 
charge of juvenile delinquency. 


Digested from an opinion by 
Go ldman, S. J. A. D. rendered 
an. 2, 1958. Appellate Div. 
seen v. Ferber. For appellant 
—Milton T. Lasher. For respond- 


nt — I. William Aronsohn. 
Amicus curiae. Grover C. Rich- 
man, Jr. Atty Gen. (Christian 
Bollerman, Dep. Atty. Gen. of 


counsel. William L. Boyan, Legal 
Ass’t on the brief). 


Plaintiff, a resident of New 
York, was arrested for speeding 
Bail was fixed at $50 and in de- 
fault thereof plaintiff was com- 
nitted to the Bergen County 

where he was photographed 
and fingerprinted. His father 
posted the bail and plaintiff was 
released. Plaintiff subsequently 
ples ided guilty _to the : aie, 


vali 


Plaintiff then Sstiuted the 
present action for return of his 
photographs and _ fingerprints 
The trial court, on motion, grant- 
ed summary judgment for plain- 
holding that RS. 53:1-14 
t be read with RS. 53:1-13 

15 and that accordingly 
on y peeeene arrested for indict- 
offenses could be finger- 
pr inted, photographed and 


asured. The defendant, the 
Sheriff of Bergen County, ap- 


peals contending he and other 
law enforcement Officials charg- 
ed with custody of prisoners 
not only have the right but the 
duty to fingerprint and photo- 
graph all persons committed to 
their custody, regardless of the 
seriousness of the charge—and 
this not only by virtue of RS. 
33:1-14 but also under the com- 
mon law. Whether such identifi- 
cation should be returned or 
retained rests solely in the dis- 
cretion of police authorities, it 
S , if there was any 
of plaintiff’s claimed 
of privacy, that is an in- 
enience which must be 





conv 


| borne by him as a member of 


society. 
Held: The defendant’s posi- 
is sound and well support- 
ed by authority. 
RS. 53:1-13, 14 and 15 come 
ger L 1930 C 65 the purpose 
{ whi ich was to provide a cen- 
Tal identification bureau for the 
pate and coordinate identifica- 
ion work throughout the State. 


don 


‘Was not meant to inhibit the 
a. scretionary authority of law 
forcement officials resting in 
n law to obtain such in- 
TMation but rather to supple- 
‘ent that authority. 
RS. 53:1-13 concerns itself 
ith Mandatory collection of 
“entification by the State Bu- 
au of all persons convicted of 
hdictable offense. R.S. 53:1-15 
‘pag law enforcement agen- 
£s to supply identification data 
. all persons arrested or wanted 
Tan indictable offense. By con- 
ite RS. 53:1-14 deals with a 
Sera category and requires 
“tification records for all 
“sons confined in any work- 


REEL LO NRE ISTH ERE PRE Et 
me 


house, jail, or other penal insti- 
tution. The omission from RS. 
53:1-14 of the phrase “indictable 
offense” appearing in other sec- 
tions must be construed as hav- 
ing been deliberate, and full ef- 
fect must be given to that omis- 
sion. 

The decision in Oberg v. De- 
partment, 41 N. J. Super 256, re- 
lied on by the trial court is in- 
applicable. That case related to 
a juvenile chargeable only with 
an offense under the Juvenile 
and Domestic Relations Court 
Act. New Jersey considers it det- 
rimental to a child to have his 
fingerprints taken and retained 
where he is found not guilty or 


the charge dismissed. In such |! 





(Continued on page 2, col. 1) 

















Five Judicial Nominations 
Submitted 


Governor Meyner sent five 


judicial nominations to the Sen- | 


ate on Tuesday but none of them 
were acted on. 

The nominations were: 

Essex County Judge Gerald T. 
Foley to the Superior Court. 

Waterfront Commissioner Har- 
old Kolovsky to the Superior 
Court. 

Essex District Court Judge 
Joseph G. Lyons to the Essex 
County Court to succeed Judge 
Foley. 

Union District Court Judge 
John E. Barger to the Union 
County Court to succeed Edward 
A. McGrath, retired. 

DuBois S. Thompson to the 
Middlesex County Court to suc- 
ceed Charles M. Morris, retired. 


Duffy Confirmed 


The nomination of Vincent C. 
Duffy, of Paterson, as a member 
of the Division of Tax Appeals, 
which nomination had been pre- 
viously submitted, was confirm- 
ed by the Senate. Duffy will suc- 
ceed Vincent E. Hull. 


New Laws 


Governor Meyner has signed 
the following bills: 

A-176Sca Chapter 220 Jan. 6. 
Automatically terminates any 
jurisdiction over juvenile delin- 
quents at age 21 except in cases 
where the offense charged would 
constitute homicide. 

A-431 Aca Sca Chapter 221 Jan. 
6. Specifies the persons entitled 
to notice and the method of | 
giving such notice in certain 
municipal zoning appeals. 

A-441 Aca Chapter 223 Jan. 7. 

Decreases from 6 to 3 months | 
the time within which unclaim- | 
ed goods, chattels and motor 
vehicles must be held by munici- 
pal police departments before 
public sale. 
A-535 Aca Chapter 224 Jan. 7. 
_ Fixes a schedule of fees for 
iling, indexing, recording, etc., 
in county clerks’ offices. 


Conflicts Bill 
Introduced 


The only bill introduced at the 
final session of the 1957 Legisla- 
ture on Tuesday was the bill 
governing conflicts of interest of | 
legislators and other state em- 
ployees, drafted and proposed 
by the Legislative Commission on 
Conflict of Interest. The bill, | 
designated as S-317, embodies | 
the recommendations of the 
commission which appear in} 
other columns of this issue of | 
the Law Journal. 

The bill was also introduced as 
A-2 in the 1958 Legislature. 


Notice From Division of 
Tax ere 


The attention of 
directed to Rul 2 V 
Division concerning Petitions of | 
Appeals based upon discrimina- 
tion as follows: 

“(6) Whenever an 
be based upon discrimination, 
the Petition of Appeal shall con- 
tain, in addition to the informa- 
tion hereinabove forth, the 
following: 

(a) The claimed ratio of the 
assessment appea led from to the 
true value of t 
appeal. 


(b) The ratio 
alleged to exist 
ments in the municipality and 
the true values thereof. 


(c) The Petiti 
shall further 
prayer that the 
increased or decreased 
case may be) to the 
and standard of 
levying assessments 
properties in the 


set 


yn 


on 





Whipple Acting Hudson 
Prosecutor 


Joelson To Continue 
West New York Probe 


Lawrence Whi 
County Counsel, h 
nated as Deputy 
eral and assigned as 
prosecutor of Hudson 


pple, 


County. 


Whipple succeeds Hudson Pros- | 


ecutor Frederick T. Law, whose 
resignation was e 


day. 


At Whipple’s request, 
Attorney General Charles S. 
Joelson acting prosecutor of 
Passaic County, was assigned to 
continue the investigation into 


ffecti 


Deputy 


the alleged West New York Pol- | 


ice bribery attempt and its con- 
nection with underworld figures 
initiated by the Law Enforce- 
ment Council under its chair- 
man, Joseph Harrison. The 
Council’s term expired on Tues- 
day. 


Chief Justice To Press 
For Court Changes 


Chief Justice Joseph Wein- 
traub will confer with Governor 
Meyner and with leaders of both 


houses of the Legislature in an} 


effort to have legislation enact- 
ed which would bring about| 


|some if not all of the changes in | 


the state’s judicial system ad- 
vocated in his address before the 


110th anniversary meeting of the} 


Constitutional Convention Ass’n. 
(See 80 N. J. L. J. 621) 


Weintraub has advocated inte- 
gration of the Superior and} 
County Courts, abolition of part | 
time judges, unification fed coun- 
ty district court and 
abolition of the pres sent munici- 
pal courts to be replaced by 


courts of county wide jurisdic- 
tion. 
The Chief Justice indicated | 


that he does not expect that as 
a result of the 
which he will seek, he 
achieve all of the changes he 
advocated, but he is 
that the legislature will see fit 
to adopt legislation making | 
some changes along the lines} 


ihe has suggested. Weintraub in- 
| dicated that the present part | for death based upon a breach | 
and | of the warranty of seaworth-| state officer, employee or ap- 


|time County Judgeships 
part time District Court Judge- 


|ships could be replaced by full 


time judgeships by consolidating 


the Bar is | 
(E) 6 of the} 


appeal shall | 


1e property under | 


(common level) | 
between assess- | 


of Appeal | 
contain a general | 
assessment be} 
(as the| 
same level | 
value used in| 
other | 
taxing district.” | 


Hudson | 
as been desig- | 
Attorney Gen- | 
acting | 


ve yester- 


conferences | 
will | 


hopeful | 


Legislative Commission 


|der Senate concurrent Resolu- 
| tions S-18 (1956) and S-9 (1957) | 


The Legislative Commission on 
Conflict of Interest created un- 


On Conflicts of Interest 


Submits Recommendations 


| A. LEGISLATION 
1. Condemnation 

A statute prohibiting members 
lof the Legislature and State of- 


to study the problem of conflicts | ficers, employees and appointees 


|of interests by persons holding | from participating for compens- 


public office, position or employ- 
ment in State government, has 
submitted its report to the Sen- 
ate and General Assembly. The | 
report contains a number of re- | 
commendations and a proposed | 
statute and code of ethics for | 
j legislators embodying these re- 


commendations. 

The following is a summary of | 
the recommendations of the! 
‘commission: 








‘Decides of Interest 


ADMIRALTY — 


ful act, 


act. 
| ADMIRALTY — NEGLIGENCE 

The rule that an owner is un- 
| der a duty to provide a rea- 
sonably safe place for em- 
ployees of an _ independent 
contractor and other business 
invitees to work applies to 
longshoremen engaged in un- 
loading ships. 


| UNITED STATES COURT 
OF APPEALS 
For the Third Circuit 
No. 12,025 
No. 12,031 

Olga Skovgaard, 
trix ad prosequendum of the 
|Estate of Carl E. Skovgaard, 
Deceased, and Olga Skovgaard, 
Administratrix of the Estate of 
Carl E. Skovgaard, Deceased, 
| Libellant-Appelant, against The 
Vessel M/V Tungus, her boilers, 
|etc., et als. Respondents-Appel- 
llants, and against El Dorado 
| Oil Works, Respondent-Implead- 
er-Appellee. 

On Appeal from the United 
|States District Court for the 
| District of New Jersey 

Reargued October 22, 1957 be- 
fore Biggs, Chief Judge, 
Maris, Goodrich, McLaughlin, 
| Kalodner, Staley and Hastie, Cir- 
| cuit Judges. 

Nathan Baker and Bernard 
'Chazen, Hoboken, N. J. (Baker, 
|Garber & Chazen, Hoboken, N. J. 


| 


|on the brief) proctors for Olga | 


Skovgaard, appellant. 
| J. Ward O’Neill, 
'Y. (Haight, Gardner, 
|Havens, New York, N. Y. and 
McAleer, Connell & Corridan, 
Jersey City, N. J. on the brief) 
|proctors for vessel M/V Tungus, 
}et al, respondents-appejlants 


Joseph M. Cunningham, New} 
York, N. Y. (Kirlin, Campbell & | 
and | 


Keating, New York, N. Y. 
Wilbur A. Stevens, Newark, N. J. 
on the brief) proctors for El 
Dorado Oil Works, respondent- 
| impleaded-Appellee. 

OPINION OF THE COURT 

(Filed December 23, 1957) 
By Staley, Circuit Judge. 

This admiralty appeal urges 
|upon us the contention that the 
New Jersey Wrongful Death Act, 
IN. J. S. A. 2A:31-1, is broad 
/enough to encompass an action 


| iness. 
| Carl E. Skovgaard met his | 
| death by suffocation and shock | 


DEATH AC-| 
TIONS — Failure to provide a. 
seaworthy vessel is a “wrong- | 
neglect or default” | 
within the meaning of the New | 
Jersey Wrongful Death Act and | 
will allow recovery under that | 


Administra- | 


and | 


New York, N. | 
Poor &| 


| ation in condemnation negotia- 
|tions and in proceedings before 
| condemnation commissioners. 
| Practice in the courts is not pro- 
| hibited. The prohibition extends 
to firms in which the State of- 
ficial serves, and includes law- 


|yers, accountants, engineers, 

|real estate experts, and any 

others. 

2. Practice Before Certain State 
Agencies 


A statute prohibiting members 
/of the Legislature and State of- 
| ficers, employees and appointees 
from personally appearing for 
‘compensation before State agen- 
cies which deal in matters of 
vital public interest. These 
agencies are: 

Department of Banking and 

Insurance; 

Department of Public Utilities; 

Department of Civil Service; 

In the Department of Law and 

Public Safety: 

Division of Alcoholic Bever- 
age Control, 

Division of Motor Vehicles, 
Division of Professional 
Boards, 

Bureau of Tenement House 
Supervision; 

In the Department of 

Treasury: 

Division of Investment, 
Division of the New Jersey 
Racing Commission, 
Division of Tax Appeals, 
Division of Taxation, except- 
ing Transfer Inheritance 
Tax Bureau; 

In the Department of Agricul- 

ture: 

Office of Milk Industry; 

In the Department of Institu- 

tions and Agencies: 

State Parole Board; 

In the Department of Labor 

and Industry: 

Bureau of Engineering and 
Safety, 
Wage and Hour Bureau; 

In the Department of Con- 

servation and Economic De- 

velopment: 
Division of Water Policy and 
Supply; 

North Jersey District Water 

Supply Commission; 

Passaic Valley Sewerage Com- 

missioners. 
3. Dual Agency 

A statute prohibiting a mem- 
|ber of the Legislature, a State 
officer, employee, or appointee 
when he acts as an agent for 
ithe State, from dealing with 
himself or with a firm or busi- 
ness in which he has a financial 
| interest. 

4. Contracts with the State 

A statute prohibiting members 
of the Legislature, State officers, 
employees or appointees from 
entering into contracts with the 
State without public bidding. 

5. Dealing with Own Agency and 
Department 

A statute prohibiting State of- 
ficers, employees or appointees 
|from serving any private inter- 
est directly or indirectly for 
compensation before the de- 


the 


partment of government in 
which they are employed. 
|6. Former Employees Dealing 


with State Agencies 
A statute prohibiting a former 


|pointee from receiving compens- 
ation for services in any matter 
which he handled or passed 


two or more counties into dis-| when he slipped and fell into a | upon while he was in State ser- 


tricts having one or more full 
time judges for each of the two 
courts. 


| tank of heated coconut oil 


|vice. The statute would apply 





| (Continued on page 8, col. 1) 


(Continued on page 7, col. 4) 
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case, on demand, the records 
must be surrendered for destruc- 


from the definition of juvenile 
delinquency. 


confined, even those committed 
for a violation of the motor ve- 
hicle laws, is further indicated 
by N. J. S. 8-17, and 2A:8-21A 
dealing with the taking of rec- 
ords of prisoners committed by 
municipal courts and giving jur- 
isdiction of motor vehicle viola- 
tions to municipal courts. 

Nor is plaintiff’s position sup- 


ported at common law. It has | 
long been recognized that the | 
individual, as a member of soc- | 
iety, must give up certain of his | 
rights to the control or for the | 
benefit of society. Under this | 
principle, the common law right | 
of police authorities to finger- | 
print and photograph a prisoner | 
whenever in their discretion | 
they deemed it necessary, as well | 
as the discretionary right to re- | 
tain such records even after ac- | 
quittal of the accused, was estab- | 
lished by our cases as well as by | 
the authorities in other juris- | 
dictions. It was held to be a| 
humiliation or invasion of the | 
right of privacy to which the | 
prisoner must submit for the | 
benefit of society. 
Plaintiff shows no _ equities | 
entitling him to judicial inter- | 
ference. 

Reversed. 
eae 
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tion. And N. J. S. 2A:4-14 ex- | 
cludes motor vehicle violations | 


That R.S. 53:1-14 requires the | 
identification data of all persons | 


DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


| of a will there must be an act 

| by the testator provided in 

N. J. S. 3A: 3-3 coupled with a 

then present intent to revoke 

| the will. 

|—The burden of proving a revo- 

| cation rests on those who as- 

sert it and if the proofs leave 
| the issue in doubt the contest- 
ants cannot succeed. 

—In cases of dubious cancella- 
tions of wills, revocation will 
not be found unless the intent 
to revoke is clear and un- 

| equivocal. 

EVIDENCE — A person’s state of 
mind may be established by his 
contemporaneous declarations. 

—Evidence of a person’s declar- 
ation demonstrative of his 
present state of mind is ad- 
missible as proof of his prior 
state of mind subject to the 
court’s discretion to reject 
same where because of the 
circumstances or time interval 
it concludes there is no rea- 
sonable basis for finding a 
continuity in state of mind. | 
Digested from an opinion by | 

Clapp, S. J. A. D. rendered Janu- 

ary 7, 1958. Appellate Div. In re 

Spiegelglass. For respondent — 

William V. Breslin. For appel- 

lants — James A. Major. 

The question presented is | 
whether the court below proper- | 
ly admitted to probate the will | 
of Abraham Spiegelglas: and | 
whether evidence of a statement 
made by decedent some time 
after he had, with a pencil, 
scratched out certain names in 
the will, may be admitted to 
show that at the time he did 
this, he had no intention to re- 
voke the entire will. 

By the will testator left his 
entire estate to his widow and 
appointed her executrix, if she 
survived him, which she did. The 
will further provided that if| 
she predeceased him, then the | 


| 





|entire estate was to go to his | 


daughter Harriet and his son 
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ithe witnesses to the will. 


|’ The attorney testified that | 
| WILLS — To eff. - before the will was brought back | 
: = csigt y ilgcageer to him, family difficulties had | 
Edith | 


jarisen between testator, 


and one of Lawrence’s sons 


|which culminated in a settle- | 
|ment between testator and the | 


other two of certain matters. 
| The attorney also testified to his 
| conversation with decedent when 
he brought the will in and that 
| testator had said he did not wish 
to destroy the will but merely 
| wanted to be sure his son’s chil- 
'dren would not receive any ben- 
lefits therefrom, that the will 
was “perfectly all right”, and 
that the attorney should keep 
lit until a new will was executed. 
No objection was made to any of 
this testimony but it is argued 
| the admission of testator’s state- 
ments was in violation of the 
hearsay rule and _ constituted 
|plain error. 
Held: N. J. S. 3A:3-3 provides 
that a will may be revoked by 
“burning, cancelling, tearing or 


| obliterating” the same. But even | 


'though one of the _ requisite 


|methods of revocation is follow- 


ed, the act is ineffectual as a re- 
vocation unless there is an in- 
tent to revoke the will. While 
our statute does not expressly | 
require an intent to revoke, our | 
cases have laid down such re- 
quirement, holding that there 
can be no revocation unless 
there be both the act demanded 
by the statute and a present in- 
tention to revoke. Thus, assum- 
ing the pencil lines constituted 
an act of revocation, the ques- 
tion remained whether the test- 
ator had a then present intent 
to revoke or destroy the will. 

In some cases the act of re- 
vocation is such as to itself fur- 
nish strong or conclusive evi- | 
dence of intent to revoke while | 
in others, as here, it may be in- | 
conclusive and equivocal as to 
whether the testator intended | 
total revocation or only revoca- | 
tion of part of the will. 

The burden of proving a re- 
vocation rests on those who as- 


| 
| 
| 


Lawrence and that if either) sert it. Where the cancellation | 
child predeceased testator, his|is dubious, the intent to revoke 
Share was to go to his issue.| must be clear und unequivocal. 


|death and two months before 


| livered the will to his attorney 
with the pencil lines. He had 


Lawrence predeceased testator | 
and Lawrence’s two infant sons 
take this appeal. 

Nine months after Lawrence's 


testator’s death, the latter de- 


struck pencil lines through Law- 
rence’s name both in the dis- | 
positive and executorial clauses | 
and also through the signature 
of Edith Spiegelglass, wife of 
Lawrence, who had been one of 
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| doubt, 
| succeed. 


| exception 


Thus, if as is the case here, the 
circumstances leave the _ issue | 
clouded and_ substantially in 
the contestants cannot 


The doubts which arise from 


| the proofs without the testimony 
las to decedent’s statements rel- 
}ative to his intent might them- 


selves justify a finding that the 
burden of proof has not been 
met. But the case can be more 
satisfactorily resolved if the 


| testator’s statements can be and 
|are considered. 


It is settled that by way of 
to the hearsay rule, 
a person’s state of mind may 
be established by his contemp- 
oraneous declarations. And there 
is a certain probability of con- 
tinuity in a person’s state of 
mind. Hence it is also settled 
that proof of intent to do an act 
at one point of time is admissible 
to show the persistence of that 
intent at a subsequent point 
when the act was committed or 
to show he who held the intent 
did the act. This same continu- 


‘lity is the foundation for admit- 


ting the evidence here offered, | 
that is, testimony of a person’s | 
declarations disclosing his then 
state of mind for the purpose of 
showing his state of mind at 
some previous time. Thus, testi- 
mony as to declarations of a 
person disclosing his then state 
of mind is admissible to show a 
prior state of mind, subject to 
the court’s discretion to reject 
such testimony where because of 
the circumstances or time in- 
terval it concludes there is no 
| reasonable basis for finding such 
|a continuity. There was no error 
|in admitting the testimony here. 
Affirmed. 


Announcement 


Anton 
| moved his law offices to the Law 
|Bidg., 219 E. Hanover Street, 
' Trenton. 


| CONTRACTS — In construing a 
a contract words and phrases 
are not be isolated but relate to 


scheme as a whole. 


to be adopted is that which ap- 
pears to be in accord with jus- 


tice and common sense and the) 


probable intention of the par- 
ties. 

—Held, vehicle bailment agree- 
ment limiting bailee’s liability 
for damage thereto unless used 
in violation of Federal, State, 
Municipal etc. laws etc., not in- 
tended to deprive bailee of the 
limitation by reason of viola- 
tion of traffic laws, in this case, 
reckless driving. 


Digested from an opinion by 
Conford, J.A.D., rendered Jan. 8, 
1958. Appellate Div. U-Drive It v. 
Blomely. For appellant—Wallace 
P. Berkowitz (Berkowitz & Lester, 
attys). For respondent—Baruch 
S. Seidman (Burton & Seidman, 
attys). | 


Plaintiff is in the business of | 
renting out cars. It rented one to 


' defendant under a standard writ- 


|ing in connection therewith. 


|erning the use or return thereof 


| 


J. Hollendonner has |} 


if 


ten agreement prepared by plain- | 
tiff which provided that the} 
“renter” (defendant) would return | 
the vehicle in the same condition | 


|as received, ordinary wear and | 


tear excepted but also, more par- | 
ticularly, that the renter would | 


| pay all damages to the vehicle | 
| “provided however that renter’s | 


liability shall be limited to $100 | 
unless vehicle was operated in| 
violation of any of the provisions | 
of this rental agreement”. The 
vehicle was involved in an accident 
resulting in damage of $2200 
thereto. The operator was con- | 
victed and fined for reckless driv- | 


The face of the agreement pro- 
vided that the renter would not 
“use it in violation of any Federal, 
State, Provincial or Municipal law, 
ordinance, rule or regulation gov- | 





.. .’, On the back of the agree- | 
ment there was a recitation of | 
the public liability coverage of 
the vehicle and provision that 
“the vehicle shall not be operat- 
ed” in violation of certain pro- | 


| visions there set forth. 


Plaintiff sued for the full dam- 


|age and defendant moved for sum- 


mary judgment tendering $100. 
The trial court ruled for defen- | 
dant holding that the limitation 


| of liability clause related to ‘“‘use” 


as distinguished from “operation”, 
that the restrictions on “opera- 
tion” were those specified on the 


| back, that the violation of reck- | 


less driving was not one of use but 
of operation, that reckless driving 
did not come within any of the | 
species of “operation” there pro- 
hibited, and that the loss limita- 
tion clause therefore was not ren- 
dered inapplicable. 


Held: It is questionable whether 
the provisions on the back of the 
agreement relating to insurance 
coverage should be considered a 
part of the agreement proper and | 
the distinction drawn between 
“use” and “operation” is tenuous. 
Nor is defendant’s argument that 
the use prohibition clause relates 
only to such federal, state, munici- 
pal laws etc., as govern “the use 
or return” of the vehicle, that is, | 
bailment of vehicles, convincing. 

However the judgment should 


the context and contractual) 


Dismiss Damage Suit 
Against Cigarette Firm 


BOSTON (ACCN)—A _ $500,- 


—The construction of a contract | 000 damage suit against a cigar- 


ette company based on a widow’s 
claim that her husband died of 
lung cancer due to smoking has 
been dismissed in federal court 
here. 

Judge Charles W. Wyzanski 
Jr. granted a defense motion 
for the R. J. Reynolds Tobacco 
Co., for a summary judgment 
ending the suit. 

The action had been brought 
by Mrs. Eva Cooper of Medford 
Mass., in the death of her hus- 
band Joseph. 
be sustained. 

In construing a contract, words 
and phrases are not to be isolated 
but relate to the context and con- 
tractual scheme as a whole. The 
construction of a contract to bes 
adopted is the one which appears 
to be in accord with justice and 
common sense and the probable 
intention of the parties. It is t« 
be interpreted as a business trans- 
action entered into by practica! 
men to accomplish an honest and 
straightforward end. 

Applying this approach, it 
fairly and reasonably to be sup- 
posed that the $100 limitation was 
intended to be applicable within 
the broad range of the normally 
expectable and foreseeable use of 
the vehicle. Careless or reckless 
operation of the vehicle cannot 
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reasonably be regarded as having in a: 
been intended to have the effect It cc 
urged by plaintiff. The operation faile 
of a motor vehicle can be expect- _loy 
ed frequently to involve a variety m 
of technical violations of traffic nc 
laws. And, the borderline between clair 
negligence and reckless driving is inten 
not always easy to draw. The in- udg 
cidence of any of the general cate- collec 
| gory of traffic offenses was a haz- S's. 
ard contemplated by the agree- Att 
|ment and was not intended to infant 
| deprive the renter of the loss lim- 48e. © 
|itation, at least not under an 8uardi 
agreement drawn by the bailor and fi 
and not more specifically indica- ake 
tive thereof than the document April : 
here. — 
Affirmed. “_" 
NO n 
terad 
en. Ho 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


UNSATISFIED CLAIM AND 
JUDGMENT FUND — Giving 
of notice of intention to make 
claim for infant within the 
time limited by N. J. S. 39:6-65 
after appointment of guardian 
for infant held compliance 
with N. J. S. 39:6-65 though 
beyond the time limit from the 
accident itself. 

—Failure to give notice to the 
Board before entry of default 
judgment as_ required’ by 
N. J. S. 39:6-74 held not fatal 
where applicant offered to 
open default and Board de- 
clined on ground applicant 
was ineligible because of in- 
itial failure of notice. 

—The efforts at collection from 
the judgment debtor prescrib- 
ed by N. J. S. 39:6-70 must be 
complied with or failure satis- 
factorily explained, but failure 
not adequately explained will 
not cause forfeiture of claim 
of infant; infant should have 
opportunity to comply. 
Digested from an opinion by 

Jayne, J. A. D. rendered Jan. 3, 

1958. Appellate Div. Moore v. 

Truesdale. For appellant Unsat- 

isfied Judgment Fund — Daniel 
Gilady (James I. Toscano, atty). 
For respondent — J. George 
The Unsatisfied Claim and 
idgment Fund Board appeals 
an order directing pay- 
it of an alleged uncollectible 
efault judgment recovered by 

infant plaintiff against the 
defendants for injuries sustained 

nan accident on Nov. 23, 1955. 

It contends the infant plaintiff 

failed to comply with the -fol- 

lowing three mandatory require- 
ments of the Act: (a) timely 

notice of intention to make a 

claim on the fund, (b) notice of 

intention to enter a default 
judgment, (c) proper efforts to 
collect from the judgment debt- 

At the time of the accident the 
infant plaintiff was 14 years of 
ag The father was appointed 

guardian ad litem in April 1956 

d filed notice of intention to 

make a claim for the infant on 

April 13, 1956. On April 20 the 

Board was notified of institution 

of the suit on April 19. 

No notice of intention to en- 
ter a default judgment was giv- 

However, the attorney for 

plaintiff offered to reopen 

default judgment and the 
rd declined the offer main- 
ing plaintiff was ineligible 


y reason of initial failure of 


nAti- 


pa 






(=) 
- 








tne 










The guardian, prior to institu- 
tion of the suit, obtained what 






nt was unemployed and 
destitute and on four occasions 
in October and November 1956 
visited the residence of this de- 
endant but did not find defend- 
nt home and could obtain no 






information from this defend- 
ant’s mother. No efficient en- 
deavor was made to ascertain 
the financial responsibility of 
the other defendant, a New 
York resident. 

Held: N. J. S. A. 36:6-65 re- 
quires the filing of a notice of 
intention to make claim against 
the Fund, on prescribed forms, 
within the time therein pre- 
scribed, as a condition precedent 
to the right thereafter to apply 
for an allowance from the Fund. 
It is conceded no notice was 
filed within the specified time 
after the accident. However, 
the statute excuses such failure 
where there is proof that the 
otherwise qualified person was 
physically incapable of supply- 
ing the notice within the requi- 
site period and that a notice 
was given to the Board on his 
behalf within a reasonable per- 
iod. The statute does not speci- 
fically speak of or deal with in- 
fants but merely uses the term 
“physically incapable.” In Giles 
v. Gassert, 23 N. J. 22 Justice 
Heher said “ . certainly the 
dependent minor children could 
not be barred of their right to 
invoke the benefit of the Fund 
by a failure of notice.” There 
was no error here in the holding 
that notice of intention to the 
Board, within the time prescrib- 
ed, after appointment of the 
guardian, was sufficient compli- 
ance with the statutory require- 
ment of notice. 

N. J. S. 39:6-74 provides that 
no claim shall be ordered paid 
from the Fund if the court finds 
on the hearing that it is found- 
ed on a default judgment un- 
less notice of intention to enter 
the judgment was given to the 
Board prior to the entry thereof. 
In view of the offer to reopen 
and the Boards rejection there- 
of on the ground applicant was 
ineligible because of initial fail- 
ure of notice, and this derelic- 
tion does not bar the application 
here. 

N. J. S. 39:6-70 provides that 
at the summary hearing on the 
application for an order for 
payment from the Fund, the 
applicant must prove he issue 
an execution on the judgment 
which 
partially unsatisfied, that he has 
had the debtor make discovery 
under oath as to his property and 
insurance and that all reasonable 
searches and inquiries as 
debtor’s assets have been made. 
The section further provides 
however that if the applicant 
satisfies the court that it is not 
possible to comply with one or 
more of these requirements and 
that all reasonable steps to col- 
lect the judgment have been 
taken without success, the court 
may dispense with the necessity 
for complying with such require- 
ments. 

The trial court here decided 
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was returned wholly or | 


to | 
| the 


that though the plaintiff had 
not issued execution nor exam- 
ined the defendants in supple- 
mentary proceedings, neverthe- 
less he had exerted all reason- 
able efforts to collect from the 
defendants. His finding in this 
regard is not 
ported by the evidence. 
Appellant would have the in- 
fant’s claim wholly forfeited by 
reason of the failure of his re- 
presentative to comply with 


adequately sup- | 


U.S. District Court Decision 


|complaints. The solicitor was 
succeeded by the General Coun- 
sel to whom, on May 17, 1954, 
was also delegated the adjudic- 
ating authority. On June 3, 1954 
the “Procedures” provision was 
slightly amended to vest the 
duty to file complaints in the 
Assistant General Counsel. On 
Dec. 1, 1954, the Post Office De- 
partment revised its regulations 


ADMINISTRATIVE LAW. 

Plaintiff was charged by the} 
postal authorities with violation | 
of the fraud order statute, 39 
U. S. C. 259, by advertising a 
|preparation which he alleged 
would result in the increase of 
weight. He was given an admin- 
istrative hearing before the Post 
Office Dept. and the Hearing Ex- 
aminer entered. finding against 





these statutory requirements. 
While the court has no intention 
of weakening the statutory ob- 
ligation of applicants, this would 
be unjust. The order is therefore 
nullified and the cause remanded 
for a rehearing at which proof 
of endeavors to 
comply with the last cited sec- 
tion of the statute may be in- 
troduced. 
MUNICIPAL LAW — STREETS — 
An abutting owner cannot pre- 
vent the governmental agency 
having control of the street in 
front of his property from wid- 
ening or improving it as is deem- 


ed best for the public interest. | 


—The wisdom of making public 
improvements such as widening 
streets is a matter of legislative 
discretion with which the courts 
will not interfere in the absence 
of fraud, bad faith or palpable 
abuse of discretion. 

—The possibility that widening of 
a street will result in damages 
to abutting owners is no basis 
for enjoining the project; the 
owners are left to their remedy 
at law, if any, for damages. 

| Digested from an opinion by 
| Wachenfeld, J., rendered Jan. 6, 
| 1958. Supreme Court. Paramus v. 
| Bergen County. For appellants— 
Nicholas S. Schloeder. For respon- 
| dents—Milton T. Lasher. 

| 


Forest Avenue is a county road 
| dedicated with a 66 foot right of 
| way back in 1920 but until 1957 
|}only 40 feet had been used. Many 
of the abutting owners construct- 
| ed curbs and sidewalks and plant- 
|ed grass, trees and shrubs in the 

unused portion of the right of 
way in front of their premises. 
On March 20 the Bergen County 
adopted a 


again and published them. The 
duty of the Assistant General 
Counsel to file complaints, pub- 
lished as “Procedures”, was re- 
peated verbatim. In addition, 
these revised regulations, as 
| published, stated “Rules dealing 
with organization and delega- 
tion of authority, substantive 
rules, and rules of procedure will 
be separately stated pursuant to 


|him. On appeal the Department 
| entered a similar decision. Plain- 
|tiff now moves for summary 
|judgment enjoining the Depart- 
ment from further proceedings 
/on the fraud order contending, 
among other things, that the 
|decision of the Department was 
| void in that there was no separ- 
lation of functions between the 


adjudicating and _ prosecuting ; 

authorities as required by 5) the requirements of Sec. 3a of 
U. S. C. Sec. 1004 (c) and no|the Administrative Procedure 
|separate publication of the or-| Act (5 U.S. C. Sec. 1002)." How- 
'ganization of the department |e€Ver, no separate regulations 


land delegations of authority covering organization were pub- 
|therein as required by 5 U. S. C.| lished in the Federal Register. 
| See. 1004 (b). | This was the condition at the 

, |time of the present proceedings 
Prior to May 17, 1954, the De- | : 43 : 
|partment regulations published | against plaintiff by the Depart 


|in the Federal Register covering | Pane +: eat weil ee 


the Department’s “organization” | : ‘ : 
| showed the Department Solicitor | Vesting of prosecuting power in 
‘had sole prosecuting power. By | the Assistant General Counsel 
|Separate regulations so publish- | and the adjudicating power in 
|ed entitled “Procedures” the sol- | the General Counsel was a vio- 
| icitor was given the duty to file lation of the provision of the 
a= Administrative Procedure Act 
| trol of the street in front of | SS of a 
property from widening or im-|# Sr ie ag ee pe 
proving it as is deemed best for | eues waa ts in pig i ins Gna 
scans gauapeialignessnniaie ; | However, it is not necessary to 
As to the alleged damages which | qecide this question since the 
owners will suffer from the widen- proceeding is clearly invalid be- 
ing of the road, the compensabil-| cause of the failure of the De- 
ity of the damage, if any, which| partment to have published its 
they will suffer is not an issue plan of “organization”. The Act 
here but even if it be assumed) specifically declares “no person 
the owners will have valid claims, shall in any manner be required 
that is still no ground for enjoin- | to resort to organization or pro- 
ing the project. The property| cedure not so published” (in the 
owners must look to their action |Federal Register). 
at law, if any, for damages, if} Judgment for plaintiff. 
any result. | Opinion by Hartshorne, D. J. 
Affirmed. | filed Dec. 26 in Pinkus v. Rielly. 











HAVE IT REPORTED — THE RECORD NEVER FORGETS 


LOUIS KABOT 





| resolution authorizing the widen- 
ling of the roadway to 46 feet. 
Plaintiffs, the Borough of Para- | 
mus and several of the abutting 
owners, instituted this action in | 
lieu of prerogative writ to enjoin | 
the county from proceeding with | 
improvement charging the| 
resolution was “an unreasonable | 
confiscation and arbitrary imposi- | 
tion” and “an unconstitutional | 
deprivation of their property with- | 
out due process”. In particular | 
they asserted the expansion of the | 
roadway will deprive them of some | 
of the improvements they had| 
made, destroy the sidewalks and | 
cause pedestrians to walk in the 
street and result in increased traf- 
fic. 


The trial court granted defen- 
dant’s motion for summary judg- 
ment and plaintiffs appealed. The 
Supreme Court certified 

Held: Basically the 
of the complaint is that the pro- 
posed improvement is “an arbit- 
rary imposition on the plaintiffs”. 
No private property is being con- 
demned, however. The governing 
body entrusted with highway 
maintenance is merely expanding 
an existing road withi 
ing right of way. Under such cir- 
cumstances, the decision to make 
improvements is en y a matter 
of legislative discretion with which 
the courts will not customarily 
interfere. The wisdom of making 
public improvements is not a mat- 
ter for judicial investigation and 
the courts will not interfere in 
the absence of fraud or patent il- 
legality. Absent fraud, bad faith 
or palpable abuse of discretion 
there is no justification for denial 
of a summary judgment and none 
of these elements is shown. 

The general rule that an 
abutting owner cannot prevent the 
' governmental agency having con- 


foundation 
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AN UNFILLED NEED 


“There has been growing dissatisfaction with the present system 
of assigned counsel in indigent criminal cases, some merited and 
some not. Certainly much of the grumbling comes from individ- 
uals who would complain upon being asked to perform any uncom- 
pensated service to the public.or to private charity. Lawyers, like 
members of other professions, have an obligation to contribute their 
services to society. The question remains, however, whether the 
present method of providing counsel to indigent defendants pro- 
vides either adequate defense in all cases or the most equitable 
distribution of the work load. 


A recent example illustrates the point. Assigned counsel from | 


a law firm ably represented an indigent defendant in a criminal 


assault case, in the course of which the trial judge was skillfully | 


persuaded to make new law on behalf of the defense. During the 
exhaustive preparation and trial of the case, and without any 
appeal being taken, the combined time of various attorneys of this 
firm totalled over 500 hours, or three solid months’ time of one 


attorney at forty hours a week. Fortunately, the attorney assigned | 


to this case was a member of a large firm, which possessed some 
capacity for absorption of the loss of attorneys’ time as well as the 


accompanying overhead costs of the services performed. Had the | 


attorneys involved been less conscientious, or had the assigned 


attorney been a sole practitioner or in a small office, one can only | 
conclude that comparable performance would have entailed a | 


drastic curtailment of service to other clients, if indeed it would 
have been possible at all. It is indeed often surprising that even the 
minimum of due process can be afforded by the harassed and 
overworked attorney, whose harassment’is more often than not 
compounded by inexperience in criminal matters, and whose deci- 
sions and recommendations may be expected to be colored, con- 
sciously or not, by the prospective workload involved in alternatives. 

One suggestion, adoption of the public defender system, has 
been ably presented in the recent report of the Junior Bar Section 
of the State Bar Association. This report has, however, been re- 
jected by the parent association at its November meeting. Certainly, 
there are considerations which give rise to tenable arguments 
against turning the responsibility for defense of indigent criminals 
over to employees of the State, chief of which are the political 
implications and the inevitable familiarity between prosecutors 
and defense counsel. 


If we are not to have the public defender system, we must at 
least take certain steps to meet the objections of the present sys- 
tem. One such step might be compensation, perhaps by the bar, of 
assigned counsel for their time, although this would not squarely 
meet the problem of the attorney who feels an obligation to 
maintain his service to regular clients. More useful, perhaps, would 
be provisions to help defray costs of the attorney as well as to save 
his time, the most helpful of which would be provisions to furnish 
investigative service either by way of public investigators or by 
funds to hire private ones and to provide the cost of transcripts 
on appeal. Perhaps records might be kept of past time (rather 
than number of cases) put in by attorneys in assigned work, so 
that the workload would be more evenly distributed throughout 
the bar. Consideration might also be given to requiring more 
detailed evidence of indigence. 


Unfortunately, too many resolutions and statements have 
been phrased solely in terms of the onerous burden on the lawyer, 
ignoring the most vital argument against such a burden—the 
disservice to the individual to be defended. In any event the work- 
ing out of a concrete plan to improve the present situation, and 
its implementation by legislation, should be high on the list of 
priorities of the organized bar. 


FEDERAL LIENS AND MORTGAGE FORECLOSURES 


Recent forums conducted by the State Bar Association at its 
mid-winter meeting and by the Title Association, reported in the 
monthly release of one of our public-spirited title companies, have 
called renewed attention to a particularly vexing problem in mort- 
gage foreclosure litigation—that posed by the possible filing of 
Federal liens and their comprehensive nature. 


The impecuniousness of a mortgagor may be reflected in his 
failure to pay Federal taxes as well as his default upon a mortgage. 
Our Lis Pendens Act provides that filing of a notice of lis pendens 
on commencement of a fereclosure action acts as constructive 
notice to all concerning the pendency of the action. Such notice 
will bind all persons acquiring or recording an interest in the 
property subsequent to its filing by the terms of the judgment in 
the action, as though such persons had been made parties thereto. 


In conflict with our Lis Pendens Act, as far as the Federal Gov- 
ernment is concerned, is 28 U. S. C. A. Section 2410, by which the 
United States has given its consent to be sued in an action to 


foreclose a mortgage on property upon which it has a lien. When | 
the provisions of Section 2410 are studiously followed by the mort- | 


gagee, the United States will be bound by a resulting judicial sale 
of the mortgaged premises in the same manner as any other subse- 


| Washington Letter | 
} » By Congressman | The following publishers of 
| *>*Peter Frelinghuysen, Jr. |Law Lists and Legal Directories 
|have received Certificates of 
Compliance from the Standing 
Committee on Law Lists of the 
American Bar Association for 
their 1958 editions: 


COMMERCIAL LAW LISTS 


| President Eisenhower’s annual 
|message to Congress on the 
|State of the Union was awaited | 
'this year with more than usual 
| interest. Soviet technological ad- 


; vances, dramatically demon-| 
posal rap oe of a C.A. List 

putnik” last October, had em-| associated Commercial Attor- 
phasized the continuing—and neys List 


| very real—threat of Communist 
| imperialism to our national se- | 
|curity. For the first time in 
| years, our confidence had been 
| seriously shaken. The average 
| citizen did not seem to know how 
serious the Soviet threat was, 
|nor how it should be combated. 

| How sound, people wanted to 
| know, is the State of the Union? 
| What must be done to catch up} 
jin this battle for survival? How 
}can we maintain, and increase, 
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| Call for Action 

| On January 9th the President, 
| forcefully and at some length, 
|gave Congress his views. In this 
|speech he established national 
| guidelines, and in the next few 
weeks he will make more specific 
| suggestions. 

Of necessity, the President 
pointed out, we must continue to 
insure national safety through 
military strength. This course, 
we must recognize, is fundamen- 
tal, even though it means in- 
creasing Federal expenditures. 
Because of the “all-inclusive” 
nature of the Soviet threat, the 
President continued, we must 
also concentrate on the non- 
military aspects of the struggle. 
He pointedly stressed the con- 
tinuing importance of our Mu- 
tual Security Program and the 
Reciprocal Trade Program—both 
considered with little enthusi- 
asm by some Members of Con- 


Inc. 


Com- 


gYTess. 
“Total Peace” 33 West 42nd Street 
In conclusion the President New York 36, New York 
turned from defense to the The Mercantile Adjuster 
necessity of breaking the dis- The Mercantile Adjuster Pub- 


lishing Company 


armament deadlock. He appealed 
7109 Greenwood Avenue 


directly to the Russian people for 








a turning of the corner, away Seattle 24, Washington 

from the development of ine) @=u ———————— 
creasingly destructive arma-| colleagues two days before. Sen- 
ments toward a lasting peace.|ator Johnson’s speech was un- 


questionably smart politics, for 
he eloquently gave his own views, 
as a key Congressional figure, 
on “the State of the Union.” 
Thus did the Democratic leader 


By “works of peace,” he declared, 
“unnatural barriers” between 
people can be broken down. By 
working together on the eradi- 
cation of malaria, for instance, 


or by campaigns against heart) serve notice that he and his 
disease and cancer, the ground- followers are prepared to 
work might be laid for other “needle” the Administration 
programs of cooperation be- | when they feel it is not moving 


ahead fast enough. 

If responsibly conducted, this 
is certainly a proper role for the 
“loyal opposition” to play. Con- 
gress cannot itself exercise Ex- 
ecutive leadership, but can 
take the offense. It can legiti- 
mately ask questions, make sug- 
gestions, express views, air pub- 
lic issues, and conduct investi- 
gations of the actions— or lack 


tween this country and the So- 
viet Union. 

Frank Appraisal 

speech was sober, yet 
. The President minced 
no words about the reality of 
the dangers the nation faces 
today. Nonetheless he was con- 
fident. If we make “the neces- 
sary effort,” he declared at one 
point, we can insure our military 


The 
reassuring 


i+ 
au 


strength. “Our real problem,” he' of action—of the Executive 
continued, “is not our strength Branch. If these functions are 
today; it is rather the vital exercised with discrimination 


and if undue partisanship does 
not develop, an effective part- 
nership might yet grow up be- 
tween the President and Con- 
gress. In an election year, with 
Democrats in control of Con- 
gress, such a partnership may 
not be easy to achieve. But there 
is at least room for hope. 


necessity of action today to en- 
sure our strength tomorrow.” 
Eisenhower-Johnson 
Comparisons will inevitably be 
made between the President’s 
message to Congress and the 
speech which Lyndon Johnson, 
the Democratic leader of the 
Senate, made to his Democratic 





quent encumbrancer. Section 2410 requires, however, that the Gov- 
ernment be joined as a party to the action (and, at the same time 
it should be noted, given more time to answer than is provided in 
cur Rules). No provision is made in the Section for the binding 
of the Government to a foreclosure sale through the medium of a 
notice of lis pendens or similar device. 

As a result of this conflict and the supremacy of Federal law 
| over State law where the United States is concerned, the mortgagee 
| must take great care to see that a Federal lien is appropriately cut 

off. One way to accomplish this would be by continuing the search 
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for Federal liens beyond the filing of the lis pendens and, in fact, Kime’s International Law Diz® 


up to the date of sale. Another method would be to join the United 

tates in any event, although time for it to answer might delay 
entry of judgment. In any event, careful attention to this problem 
| is essential for assurance that a mortgage has been completely 
| foreclosed. 
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The Tempest 


The following article was fir 


ished 20 years ago in the New Jersey 
Law Journal of January 6, 1938. Be 
members of the 


Editor. 


a nu mber or 


here reprinted 


By Isaae Gross 
An Integrated Bar! A new in- 


stitution, which its advocates 
nold out aS a panacea for all 
alleged or supposed ills of our 


profession, and seek to foist upon 
the lawyers of New Jersey. They 
laim for it sure fire qualities 
hich will save the profession 
destruction and disinte- 
Its proudest claim thus 
appears to be the 
10d has been adopted by 
some seventeen or ight 
states and that no state that 
nas adopted the plan has ever 
.bandoned it. That it is a pro- 
ess by which every member of 
e bar is given an opportunity 
do his share in carrying out 
public service of the Bar, 
ind obliged to bear his portion 
f the responsibility. 





ion. 






that 


recent years most of the 
institutions and forms 
ich have been proposed or 


have come into being, have no 
ther foundation or raison d’etre 
than propaganda, which in turn 
has its source in catch words 
nd catch phrases, too easily and 
quickly seized upon by the un- 


tional mind reaching for some- 
thing new regardless of where it 
may lead to. Much too often are 
established well rooted principles 
ideals and institutions attacked, 
side tracked, discarded or de- 
stroyed and in their places are 
attempted to be reared houses 
f cards. In more recent years 
r even months this has become 
te common. The new idealism 
is founded upon no other phil- 
ssophy than that of discrediting 
f history, of precedent and of 
institutions centuries old, which 
have built up and have proved to 
e of inestimable value to our 
ivilization. So let us not act 
with undue haste in a matter 
apparently so vital to our pro- 
fession, nor accept blindly pro- 
or recommendations of 
n merely because they stand 
in the profession. Let us 
amine and analyze the pro- 
josal for this super-government 
f the members of the profes- 
If, in fact, it is not proven 

t it is of imperative necessity 

yvercome an ] 





posals 





existent evil, 
len why disturb the status quo? 
To qualify one to practice the 
rofess.on of the law, he is re- 
juired to complete a course of 
a nic and legal study and 
ig and to pass the Bar 
eXamination in order to satisfy 
the Court of his proficiency. He 









investigation as to his moral 
and character fitness, which if 





timeliness now and at the request 


found satisfactory, makes him 
eligible to be admitted to prac- 
tice his chosen profession. He 
is then further required to ap- 
pear before the Court and take 
the prescribed oath and sign the 
Roll. Thereupon he becomes en- 
titled to practice the profession 
of the law, and if possessing the 
requisite ability, industry and 
integrity, may continue indefin- 
itely and may attain ‘prominence 
at the Bar and in the Judiciary. 
In the parlance of lawyers he 
becomes a member of the Bar, 
but always subject to being de- 
prived of such membership for 
misconduct or misbehavior. His 
duties to his clients are known 
and well understood, as are his 
duties to the Courts and to his 
adversaries. He is an important 
instrument in the administra- 
tion of justice and our Courts 
and judicial officers not infre- 
quently call upon him for aid 
and assistance. Some of the 
members of the Bar, because of 
their greater ability and exper- 
ience, are capable of rendering 
such aid in a greater measure 
than others. The requirements 
for membership of the Bar can 
necessarily provide for but a 
minimum standard. When we 
speak of members of the Bar in 
the sense above indicated, we 
do not attempt to convey the 
idea that the person so author- 
ized to practice the profession 
)f the law is a member of any 
yrganization, association, club or 
other group of lawyers. The 
thought conveyed is that he, 
after due and satisfactory proof 
of his fitness, is authorized to 
practice his profession both in 
and out of the Courts. He may 
be possessed of the utmost ability 
and be of the very highest in- 
tegrity, attain prominence and 
high standing in the profes- 
sion, and yet for reasons of his 
wn, refuse to affiliate himself 
with any association, organiza- 
tion or group. Are his clients to 
be deprived of his services and 
advice, and the Courts and of his 
and assistance, and the pub- 

of the benefit of the public 
service of such a _ character, 
merely because he is not group 
-onscious? He may be perfectly 
content to practice his profes- 
sion as a profession, under the 
rules promulgated by the Court 
and according to high standards 
»f ethical conduct without being 
required to pay dues or attend 
yup meetings. After all, isn’t 
it all that should be required of 

person engaged in the prac- 
tice of any profession? Should 
we deprive patients and the 
public of the benefit of the ser- 
vices of a capable and eminent 
physician or surgeon just be- 
cause he is disinclined or does 
not choose to join a medical or- 
ganization? 
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The proposed integrated Bar 
is predicated upon compulsory 
membership as against volun- 
tary membership, as now exists 
in our respective County Bar 
Associations. The idea of a com- 
pulsory membership is in and of 
itself repulsive. It is proposed 
that no one, regardless of his 
professional, moral or ethical 
standing, may practice the pro- 
fession which he has chosen and 
for which he is well qualified, 
unless he is member of the 
integrated Bar and continues to 


pay his dues therein. Basically 
the idea is to compel every law- 
yer to become a member of the 


State Bar Association and pay 
his dues therein, upon pain or 
penalty of disbarment. That may 
sound exceedingly harsh, but 
why attempt to disguise it. The 
proposal lisingenuous and 
there is nothing recondite about 
that feature of it. Now let us 
examine the reasons given for 
this proposed unionization of 
the Bar. 

It is said that 
of a small f 







ie 
aS 


thereby, instead 


fraction of lawyers 





who voluntarily carry on the 
activities of the Bar at their 
own expense, 1 the lawyers 


would meet the expense by pay- 
ing small annual dues of about 
$7.50. By this assignment the 
question of financial ability to 
carry on is raised. Let’s ask, what 
activities and what expense? We 
have found that at least the 
Hudson County Bar Association 










(an organization composed of 
voluntary membership) has a 
very substantial bank balance, 


and that, in spite of extraordin- 
ary expenditures for pleasure 
and entertainment which its 
members had voted to enjoy, it 
was proposed at its last annual 
meeting that small loans be 
made to needy members. Our 
meetings are attended be- 
cause they are interesting and 
its voluntary mem for the 
most part are happy to and do 
pay the dues. We certain 
that should any financial de- 
mand be made upon the Associ- 
ations of the state where the ex- 
penditure was necessary for the 
protection of the interests of the 
profession, it would unquestion- 
ably be forthwith forthcoming. 
At least as far as I am aware, 
it has never failed. Under the 
plan as recommended, the law- 
yers of the state would be obliged 
to contribute to the State Bar 
Association in dues an annual 
sum in excess of $50,000., or over 
a half a million dollars in a 
decade, and this, besides the 
dues that members of voluntary 
associations would be paying as 
dues toward the upkeep of the 
associations on their home 
grounds. 

Again it is said that 





well 


pers 


are 


C 





own 


under the 


present voluntary membership 
system a relatively small pro- 
portion of the lawyers assume to 


speak for all, and that under 
Bar integration every lawyer has 
the opportunity to share in the 
work of the Bar. Let us ask, has 
not now, under the voluntary 
system, every lawyer the oppor- 
tunity to share in the work of 
the voluntary organized Bar? 
He may not wish to avail him- 
self of that opportunity or of 
membership in the organization, 











but the opportunity is still there 
and is his. Neither is it more 
true that in our voluntary sys- 






tem a relatively small propor- 
tion of the lawyers assumes to 
speak for all, than it would be 
in an integrated Bar. Under the 


integrated system a great deal 
of the compulsory membership 
may wish to do no more than 
the compelling coercive pressure 
required, and that is, to pay their 
dues. You will find that those 
who are not organization minded 
will do no more under a coercive 
system than under a voluntary 
one, but the contrary may be 
true. Neither, as a matter of fact, 


would the integrated Bar speak | 


for all the lawyers more so than 
do now the leaders of the vol- 
untary Bars. It would be anom- 
alous to have one speak for those 


/members of a lawyer’s group who 


do not desire or care to have 
anything spoken for them. Mem- 
bers of our profession are ac- 
customed to be heard on their 
own account, and no minority 
will permit a dictatorial majority 
or itsepresentative to speak for 
it. It will and should make it- 
self heard under either system 
alike. 

Another reagon given for such 
proposed compulsory organiza- 
tion is that a voluntary Bar as- 
sociation is in order where the 
numbers concerned are relatively 
small so that all may attend and 
take part in the discussion, but 
in a state like New Jersey, where 
we have approximately 7000 law- 
yers, a meeting of the entire Bar 
is not practical. That is cer- 
tainly placing the cart before 
the horse, for we are not yet sat- 
isfied that a meeting of the en- 
tire Bar of the State is so es- 
sential that it must supersede 
the present local autonomous bar 
association. Never before, to my 
knowledge, was such meeting 
suggested as essential for any 
purpose. Of course, should there 
be a compelling necessity for a 
get together of all lawyers of 
the state, there might be some 
merit in considering a repre- 
sentative set-up, but if the pre- 
mise is baseless, then why dis- 
cuss all the machinery for re- 
presentation? Not a single sub- 
stantial compelling reason has 
been advanced why it is neces- 
sary to have all the lawyers of 
the state organized or unionized, 
to require a discussion of the de- 
tails of how local bars should be 
represented at such union meet- 
ings. That such compelling nec- 
essity does not exist is very 
forcefully evidenced by the fact 
that the State Bar Association 
meetings and even conventions 
are not filled to overflowing, nor 
is there now intimated or sug- 
gested any matter or question 
that has arisen or that is likely 
to arise to necessitate the ac- 
tion of the 7000 members of the 
New Jersey Bar or their repre- 
sentatives. On the contrary, it 
is my opinion that such state 
organization, attended by repre- 
sentatives would have a tend- 
ency to weaken the interests of 
the members in their local bar 





associations. Furthermore, even 
he representatives of the local 
bars might not be truly repre- 
sentative at all. If the members 
of the bar become indifferent to 
the activities of their local or- 
ganizations, they might not even 
care to appear or vote for re- 
presentatives. And then too, for 
the same reason that many cap- 
able and well qualified members 
of the bar are not members of 
the state Bar Association or the 
American Bar Association, or if 
they are, do not attend their 
meetings, that is because they 
cannot financially or otherwise 
afford to do so, they would not 
act as representatives. The func- 
tion of representation might be 
expected to fall uniformly to the 
lot of the high class, financially 


(Continued on page 6, col. 1) 
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The Tempest 


(Continued from page 5) 


successful lawyer, not because 
he is better or as well qualified 
to represent the rank and file of 
the lawyers of his community, 
but because ex necessitate he is 
able and willing to enjoy the 
honor and can afford to pay 
the price. By such representa- 
tion, it is said that every lawye: 
will have his spokesman. In legal] 
contemplation or by legal fictior 
- yes, in fact - no. 

It is most refreshing to read 
what Mr. Unger writes in respect 
of voluntary associations, and it 
merits repetition. He writes: 

“There is no limit to the 
things a voluntary association 





can do. I have long urged and | 


in fact when I retired as Pres- 
ident of the Essex County Bar 
Association, I asked it to pur- 
sue the plan of the Cleveland 
Bar Association, which hac 
enlarged its activities by con- 
ducting what amounted to a 
post-graduate course for mem- 
bers of the bar. I mentioned 
how this voluntary association 
held monthly meetings in 
which lawyers who specialized 
in the practice of law spoke on 
those phases of the law, and 
how that association conduct- 
ed lectures by teachers from 
leading American Law Schools, 
who keep the lawyers posted 
on the work of the American 
Law Institute. I suppose the 
report on the subject is filed 
away somewhere, but there is 
nothing to prevent any one 
from dusting it off and turn- 
ing suggestion into perform- 
ance.” 

The suggestion is laudable and 
worthy of adoption by every 
voluntary association. I doubt 
whether any member of a vol- 
untary association would not 
wholeheartedly approve of. it. 
The accomplishment speaks 
most highly of the activity of 
the particular Ohioan voluntary 
bar association. But again, of 
what purpose compulsory inte- 
gration? 

Next we are told that by inte- 
gration the Bar will be respons- 
ible. Responsible for what? It is 
said that under the present vol- 
untary membership system, men 
in official position or on com- 
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of Integration 


'mittees had the notion that they 
were graciously giving of their 
time to the public affairs of the 


Bar and that they were free to} 


perform their duties at their 
convenience. I do not know of 
more conscientious, efficient and 


effective service that could be} 


rendered by any Official, paid or 
unpaid, and upon all the oaths 
known to the law, than have 
been rendered by the members 
of the committees of our Hud- 
son County Bar Association, and 
I cannot be made to believe that 
there is any extraordinary cir- 
cumstance which would limit 
the operation of my commenda- 
tion to this County alone. Their 
service was rendered efficiently, 
courageously, honorably and en- 
ergetically, without fear or fav- 
or, aS anyone who attended the 
annual meeting of the Associa- 
tion can and will readily attest. 
Now, let us ask, is there any 
more reason why a person ap- 
pointed to an official position on 
a committee in a voluntary as- 
sociation would act any differ- 
ently than when appointed to 
such position by a coercive or- 
ganization? Efficient and cour- 
ageous men will act efficiently 
and courageously without 
thought of the nature of the 
organization they represent or 


are acting for. That never 
enters their minds. They 


are there to do a job and do it 
as best it can be done. Ii you 
want efficiency, appoint effic- 
ient men to do the work. You 
cannot expect better results 
than the nature and qualifica- 
tions of the men you appoint to 
produce them. I remember when 
the question of establishing the 
system of Commission form of 
government occupied the fore- 
most position on the platform 
of discussion, and its advocates 
held forth for it every virtue 
possible in municipal govern- 
ment. Theoretically it sounded 
almost Utopian. What was born 
of the travail! The results have 
merely proven that the fault was 
not inherent in the system; it 
lay with the men who admin- 
istered it, and so with the men 
under the new system. We can 
and should have the utmost ef- 
ficiency out of our presently ex- 
isting voluntary association, if 
we appoint to serve in the of- 
ficial positions men_ possessing 
the necessary ability, efficiency 
and courage. We have such in 
Hudson, and it is needless to 
say that they are to be found 
and will be glad to serve in 
every corner of the State. What 
finer and better responsibility 
can or should be required? 

Next we are told that by inte- 
gration the Bar provides the 
o1ly efficient method of hand- 
ling questions of legal ethics and 
enforcing discipline. Here re- 
sides, in my opinion, a most 
serious and dangerous power. 
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| Remember that presently the 


|voluntary bar associations are 
| vested with broad statutory pow- 
ers dnd are recognized and sanc- 
tioned by order oi the Supreme 
Court. They may investigate 
complaints and issue compuls- 
iory process for the attendance 
of witnesses. A client who has 
| lost the issue, oftimes makes un- 
founded accusations against his 
|lawyer or against the adversary 
lawyer, with the result that wild 
jand ill-considered complaint is 
jmade. That is inevitable. The 


| ethics or grievance committee, | 


|if composed of the right sort of 


}men with patience and consid- | 


}eration will listen to the allega- 
ition and explanation, and if 
|the charge is unfounded, will 
| attempt to explain and satisfy 
|the supposedly aggrieved party. 
If there is merit to the charge 
}and the lawyer is guilty of mis- 
|} conduct, proper recommendation 
}is made to the Supreme Court 
|and appropriate disciplinary ac- 
| tion taken after hearing and 
| argument. If the lawyer is found 
|deserving of discipline, it is the 
|local voluntary bar association 
|}which has brought him to book 
jand the complainant and the 
{public know it. It is said, how- 
lever, that the members of the 
‘local association might feel 
somewhat delicate about recom- 
|mending for discipline friends 
|'or neighbors. I very much doubt 
that position if the committee 
|be composed of the type of men 
|fitted for the task assigned to 
|them. Under the new proposal 
'of integration, local men are to 


|hear the case and report there- 


/on, so that in a great measure 


|we are confronted by the same! 


{objection as the proponents of 
| unionization have to the present 
| condition. But here lies the rub. 
The local ethics committee, it 
|is proposed, shall hear the com- 
|plaint and report to the Board 
lof Governors of the state organ- 
}ization, who in turn shall review 
lthe case as presented in cold 
itype, and its report with its re- 
commendations shall be for- 
| warded to the Supreme Court for 
lits action. It is said that seldom 
|does the Court decline to accept 
|the recommendation of the 
'Board of Governors. The hear- 
ling before the local committee 
is therefore reduced to a mere 
|farce. True the local committee 
|hears the testimony and re- 
;ports to the Board of Governors, 
|but to what purpose? You have 
|/not submitted to the Court the 
judgments of a committee, the 
members of which have the 
| benefit of the general knowledge 
prevailing in the community, 
and of personal observation of 
the accused and of the witnesses 
against him, and possibly know- 
ledge of the general character 
of both the complainant and the 
} accused by previous personal 
}conduct and repute. You have 
jnot a jury of the locality, but 
| possibly one of blue ribbon var- 
liety from parts unknown, prob- 
lably lacking in sympathetic un- 
j}derstanding of the plight of 
|either the lawyer or the com- 
plainant. And, of course, the 
Court will accept the recom- 
mendation of that committee 
|which had neither seen nor 
heard a witness in the matter. 
It is a very serious matter to 
|deprive a lawyer of his license to 
practice much more serious 
|than it at first blush may ap- 
| pear — and certainly worthy of 
;consideration. It may perhaps 
be better, in a case not free 
|from doubt, to let a disgruntled 
complainant go without day 
than deprive one of his only 


| 


j}him of his position of honor in 
ithe community. This business of 
|cleaning our own house appears 
|to be but a tempest in a teapot, 
|for while it is probable that 


jen that they have escaped it 
junfairly. If we are to clean 
| house, do not let us wreck it. We 
still find that laymen 








‘always criticize the legal pro- 





| be 


| associations 


means of livelihood and to strip | 


| some guilty members of the bar | 
|have succeeded in escaping dis- | 
|cipline, it has not yet been prov- | 


will | 
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fession as they do other pro- 
fessions when the results of ser- 
vices rendered do not prove al- 
together to their satisfaction. 
That always was and will con- 
tinue to be. We have heard of 
lawyers criticizing lawyers, bank- 
ers, industrialists, merchants 
and even their own clients. Has 


|any consideration been given to 


the thought that it is not unlike- 
ly that by an integration of the 
bar the lawyers may be further 
accused of banding together to 
influence or coerce the courts, 
the legislature, executive and 
even political leaders? Or that if 
the bar so integrated became 
sufficiently influential, that it 
might be brought within the 
dominion or control of politi- 
cians? 

The fact that in California but 
one lawyer was disbarred in 
three years before the integrat- 
ed bar came into being, and 
since has averaged twenty per 
year, proves very little, if any- 
thing. For all that we know these 
last seven years of difficult 
times may have been respons- 
ible for this increase. I cannot 
made to believe that the 
committee of the voluntary bar 
theretofore there 
existing were so derelict in their 
duty as to allow scoundrels or 
knaves to continue in the pro- 
fession. The presumption is to 
the contrary. We in Hudson 
County have had no such diffi- 
culty and have found that our 
grievance committee possesses 
sufficient strength and courage 
to carry on without favor, and 
recommend anyone deserving of 
discipline therefor. Furthermore, 
let us, for the good and honor of 
our profession, avoid clothing 
our ethics or grievance com- 
mittees in the cloaks of hounds 
off for the kill. 

Even in California an attempt 
was made to repeal integration 
and the same was true in Okla- 
homa. In Michigan the legisla- 
ture defeated it but over this 
defeat it was pressed through 
by rule of Court. It appears, 
therefore, that in some states 
possessing a respectable bar at 
least a minority rebelled against 
it but were compelled to submit, 
or as an alternative, quit. 

Lastly. let me point out an 
inherent vice in the proposal 
It brings us back to the med- 
iaeval institution of the trade 
and professional guild. No one, 
no matter how qualified, cap- 
able or expert could engage in 
a trade or profession unless he 


were a member of the guild. 
When dropped from member- 
ship, on either preexisting or 


conveniently created grounds, 
his opportunity to earn a liveli- 
hood and serve his community 
at the only possible thing he was 
capable of, ceased. Only recently 
in Germany the same expedient 


Essex Bar Foundation 
Takes Title To New Home 


The Essex County Bar Found- 
ation on Tuesday took title to 
premises #92 Washington Street 
Newark, which is to be the per- 
manent home of the _ Essex 
County Bar Association when 
the present tenant’s lease ex- 
pires in June, 1959. Present at 
the closing were Everett Scherer 
president of the Essex County 
Bar Foundation and Essex Coun- 
ty Bar Association, Vincent P 
Biunno, Treasurer of the Found- 
ation, Israel B. Greene, fund- 
raising chairman, and James L 
Lafferty who handled the clos- 
ing for the Foundation. Senator 
Donal C. Fox, former president 
of the Foundation who expected 
to be present, was detained in 
Trenton because of the opening 
of the Legislature. 

The building has approxi- 
mately 10,000 square feet of floor 
space. It is planned to put the 
major part of the Association's 
law library on the first floor and 
to have lecture rooms, deposition 
rooms, study and_ research 
rooms and rooms for other activ- 
ities on the second floor. 

The Foundation, which raised 
the funds necessary for acquisi- 
tion of the property, has obtain- 
ed $100,000 in gifts and pledges 
However, to carry out the pro- 
posed plans for use of the build- 


ing, an additional $50,000 
needed to defray the cost 
moving, setting up, new book 


shelving, redecorations and im- 
provements to the building, and 
to purchase additional furniture 
furnishings and books. Any 


be applied to air conditioning 
the building. 

The campaign to raise 
additional $50,000 from the r 
and file of the Essex Bar will get 
under way on January 21, 1958 
The soliciting will be conductec 
by Captains appointed for New- 
ark and all other communities 
in Essex County where members 
of the Essex County Bar Assocl- 
ation are located. Pledges to the 
fund may be made over a thret 
year period. 
for depriving ‘undesirables 
‘some of the greatest men ID 
the professions) of the means 0: 
earning a livelihood by drop 
ping them from membership 
the guild, was resorted to. De 
we want that system here? 

In conclusion, let me say 
after a careful analysis of a 
the arguments advanced, thert 
does not appear to be any g00¢ 
to be served by the adoption 0: 
the new proposal and the crea 
tion of this newly proposed co 
ercive institution in New Jersey 
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Its inanity and futility are 0b 
vious. 
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Conflicts 


(Continued from page 1) 


At the Ocean County Bar Ass'n Testimonial Dinner 
. To Former Judge Howard Ewart 





for two years after the termin- | 
ation of State service. 
7. Codes of Ethics for 
State~Agency 

A statute requiring the heads 
of each State agency to adopt a 
code of ethics for his agency, 
designed to stit the particular 
problems which arise in such 
agency, but conforming to cer- 
tain general principles. Violators 


Laurel In The Pines, Lakewood 


Monday, January 13, 1958 


discharge or other disciplinary 

proceedings. 

8. A Commission on_ Ethical 
Standards for State Officers 
and Employees 

A statute creating a non-sal- 
aried five-member commission 
lof persons not holding public 
|office, appointed by the Gov- 
ernor with the consent of the 

Senate, to receive complaints of 

unethical conduct by State of- 
| ficers, employees or appointees, 
| to render advisory opinions guid- 
| ing and assisting those in State 
| service, to review and approve 
| codes of ethics adopted by State 
| agencies and to make recom- 
| mendations for codes of ethics 
and future legislation relating 
|to conflicts of interest. 


| 

B. SUPPLEMENT TO SENATE 

| AND ASSEMBLY RULES 

| The Commission recommends 
that the Senate and General 

| Assembly adopt as part of their 

| rules, a code of ethics for the 

| members of each house and for 

















































| legislative employees including 
| the following: 
The establishment of a 


standard to avoid conflict of 
interest in the exercise of leg- 
islative duties. 

The establishment of a 
standard for the elimination 
of undue influence or advant- 
age from legislative office. 

Prohibition against voting 
on any bill in which there may 


| 


be direct pecuniary or per- 
sonal interest. 
Prohibition against serving 


as compensated lobbyist for 
any person or group seeking 
the passage or defeat of any 
bill. 

Prohibition against accept- 
ance of any gifts or favors 
intended to influence discharge 
of official duties. 

Prohibition against disclos- 
ure of confidential informa- 
tion. 


C. COMMITTEES ON ETHICS 
AND GUIDANCE 

The Commission recommends 
ithat the Senate and General 
| Assembly each create a com- 
|mittee on ethics and guidance 
to consider complaints of un- 
|ethical conduct by legislators 
j}and legislative employees, to 
| render advisory opinions, and to 
| Fecommend future rules or leg- 
|islation relating to conflicts of 
|interest. The committee shall 
|have the power to recommend 
|removal or censure of members 
of the Legislature, and discharge 
or other discipline of legislative 
| employees. 

Members of the commission 


SR mbiethaeiiiens 


ae ee ee 


Jr., Chairman; Assemblyman 
Benjamin Franklin III, Vice 
|Chairman; James M. Keating, 
| Louis P. Marciante and Albert A. 
| Marks, Jr., members. 

John H. Yauch, Jr., served as 
Counsel to the Commission and 
| Daniel A. Degnan as Associate 
Counsel. 








Each | 
| the Passaic County Bar Associa- 


} tion will be held on Saturday, 
| January 25th, at the Alexander 


of such codes will be subject to/| 


were Senator James F. Murray, | 


Passaic Bar Annual 
Banquet January 25th 


| Chief Justice to Speak; Musical 
Review to be Presented 


The 69th Annual Banquet of 


Hamilton Hotel in Paterson and, 


|as usual, promises to be both in- 


structive and entertaining as 
well as a social success. 

The principal speaker of the 
evening will be Chief Justice 
Joseph Weintraub and most of 
the members of the Supreme 
Court have indicated their in- 
tention of attending. 

On the lighter side, a musical 
review of “Bench and Bar dur- 
ing 1957”, written, produced and 
narrated by Heyman Zimel, will 
be presented with members of 
the association making up the 
cast. 

The newly elected officers of 
the association will be installed 
and tribute will be paid to Isa- 
dore Waks, retiring president of 
the association. The new offic- 
ers are: 

Albert H. Kreamer, Pres. 

Bernard Feinberg, Ist V. P. 

Harry C. Peterson, 2nd V. P. 

Irving I. Rubin, Treas. 

Garret C. Houman, Secy. 

Reservations, which close on 
January 21st, can be made with 
Sigmund Unger, 663 Main Ave., 
Passaic. 

Announcements 

Seymour I. Marcus has com- 
pleted his tour of duty with the 
United States Army and resum- 
ed his association with Levy, 
Levy and Albert at Broad St. 
Bark Bldg., Trenton. 

Chester Apey, Jr. has become 
associated with the law firm of 
Abramoff & Price at 14 Mon- 
mouth Street, Red Bank. 

Robert S. Feder has become 
associated with Milmed and 
Rosen in the practice of law at 
400 38th St., Union City and 1180 
Raymond Blvd., Newark. 





Sutton & Yoder have formed 
a new partnership under the 
firm name of Sutton, Yoder & 
Ward. The new firm will consist 
of F. William Sutton, J. Lester 
Yoder, Jr., Francis J. Ward and 


Richard D. Sutton as partners, 
with Herbert C. Heim to be as- 
sociated with them at 206 Horn- 
Toms River. 


er St., 
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Courts. 
standing. 


3. Julius Braun, Sidney T. Teitelbaum, Julius 
Cohn, and Michael P. Silverman. 


i. Former Vice Chancellor Maja Leon Berry, 
nard G. Lomell, president Ocean County Bar 
D; guest of honor, former Judge Howard 
wart; co-chairmen Albert Kushinsky, and 
utor Robert A. Lederer. 


2. Martin B. Anton, F. William Sutton, Ed- 
td W. Haines and J. Elmer Matthews. 


6. Edward M. Rothstein, Thomas J. Mucci- 
fori, Hon. Albert S. Larrabee and Joseph A. Citta. 


4. Orion J. Silverman, Harold Lipsky, Ruben 
D. Silverman and Alvin H. Gelb. Trenton. 
5. Mark Addison, Herbert C. Heim, Henry L. 


Gertner and William T. Hiering. ee - 
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Decision of Interest 





(Continued from page 1) 


aboard the M/ V Tungus. On 
December 5, 1952, the Tungus, 
with a cargo of coconut oil, was 
docked at a pier in navigable 
waters at Bayonne, New Jersey. 
The respondent-impleaded El 
Dorado Oil Works agreed with 
the owners of the oil cargo in 
the port deep tank to discharge 
the oil from the vessel and to 
store it. Employees of El Dorado 
began to discharge the oil from 
the tank around 8:00 p. m. of 
December 5, 1952. Two officers 
and two crew members of the 
Tungus remained aboard on 
duty; the latter two were speci- 
fically assigned to assist El Dor- 
ado in the discharge operations. 
The pump owned by El Dorado 
and used in the operation was 
apparently in good working or- 
der until around 12:15 a. m.,, 
December 6. It was then that an 
air injection nipple burst, caus- 
ing tons of hot coconut oil to be 
pumped directly onto the shelter 
deck of the Tungus. It was the 
crew of the vessel that first dis- 
covered the leak and took tem- 
porary steps to stop it. 

The deceased Skovgaard was 
maintenance foreman of El 
Dorado. He was called from his 
home shortly after the leak 
developed to assist in repairing 
the pump. He arrived on board 
around 1:25 a. m. As Skovgaard 
walked aft of the port tank, he 
stepped on the hatch beams and 
then attemped to step onto the 
top of the tank. He slipped on 
the spill and fell to his death 
in the hot oil. 

The suit was brought by Olga 
Skovgaard, administratrix of the 
estate of the deceased. Her libel 
pleads principally two causes of 
action, one predicated on un- 
seaworthiness, the other on neg- 
ligence. Both of these causes of 
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action were based upon the New 
Jersey Wrongful Death Act, N. J. 

A. 2A:31-1. After trial was 
held, the district court dismissed 
the libel, deciding that an action 
for death by unseaworthiness 
did not lie in the general mari- 
time law, and as to the negli- 
gence question, that the vessel 
owed no duty to the deceased 
to clean up the oil spill. 141 F. 
Supp. 653 (D. C. N. J. 1956). The 
impleading petition against El 
Dorado was dismissed; respon- 
dent took a precautionary appeal 
from this action. 

It is an established principle 
of maritime law that in the ab- 
sence of statute there is no 
remedy for wrongful death. The 
Harrisburg, 119 U. S. 199 (1886); 
Levinson v. Deupree, 345 U. S. 
648, 650 (1953). “Death is a com- 
poser of strife by the general law 
of the sea as it was for many 
centuries by the common law 
of the land.” Justice Cardozo 
in Cortes v. Baltimore Insular 
ine, Inc., 287 U. 8S. 367, 371 
(1932). In an effort to obviate 
a plain inequity, Congress in 
1920 enacted the Death on the 
High Seas Act, 46 U. S. C. ss 761 
et seq., which provided a remedy 
in admiralty for death occur- 
ring more than a marine league 
from shore. This statute, of 
course, does not apply to death 
occurring on territorial waters. 
Nonetheless, when death occurs 
on navigable waters within a 
state whose statutes have creat- 
ed a cause of action for death 
by wrongful act, admiralty 
courts will entertain such an 
action by permitting the state 
statute to supplement the gen- 
eral maritime law. Western Fuel 


Go.,. v. Garcia, 257 U. 8: 283 
(1921); Just v. Chambers, 312 
U. S. 383, 388 (1941). 

It follows that whatever right 


appellant has in seeking redress 
for the death of Skovgaard must 
be based upon the New Jersey 
Wrongful Death Act, N. J. S. A. 
2A:31-1, which reads a follows: 
‘When the death of a person 

is caused by a wrongful act, 
neglect or default, such as 
would, if death had not ensued, 
have entitled the person in- 
jured to maintain an action 
for damages resulting from 
the injury, the person who 
would have been liable in 
damages for the injury if 
death had not ensued shall 
be liable in an action for 
damages, notwithstanding the 
death of the person injured 
and although the death was 
caused under circumstances 
amounting in law to a crime.” 
urges that unsea- 
worthiness is a “wrongful act, 
neglect or default” within the 
meaning of the New Jersey Act. 
In the determination of 
whether unseaworthiness is such 
a “wrongful act, neglect or de- 
fault” as will admit of recovery 
we must look to the construction 
given to the Act by the New 
Jersey courts. They have held 
that the Act in the highest 
sense remedial, and is entitled to 
a liberal construction, for its 
aim was to abol ish | a harsh and 
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technical rule of the common 
law. Haggerty v. Central Rail- 
'road+Go., 31 N. J. L. 349 (1865); 
Cibulla v. Pennsylvania-Reading 
Seashore Line, 25 N. J. Misc. 98, 
50 A. 2d 461 (1946). 

The nature of the conduct 
which will create liability under 
the New Jersey statute is of 
crucial importance. The legisla- 


ture describes it as “wrongful 
act, neglect or default.” It is 
presumed that the legislature 


did not employ useless verbiage 
and that each word has inde- 
pendent meaning. Ford Motor 
Co. v. New Jersey Department of 
Labor and Industry, 5 N. J. 494, 
76 A. 2d 256, 260 (1950); 82 C. J. 
S. Statutes ss 316 at pages 551- 
552 (1953). The conduct required 
to impose liability, therefore, is 
not limited to that conduct em- 
braced in the historical concept 
of negligence. The words en- 
compass something more. See, e. 
g., The HH. S., inc., No. 72; 130 F: 
2d 341 (C. A. 3, 1942); JudsScen v. 
Peoples Bank and Trust Co. of 
Westfield, 17 N. J. 67, 110 A. 2d 
24, 35-36 (1954). 

It is urged that since unsea- 
worthiness is spoken of as a 
species of liability without fault, 

cannot be a “wrongful act, 
neglect or default” within the 
meaning of the statute. How- 
ever, the characterization of un- 
seaworthiness as liability without 
fault is dangerously deceptive. 
For urgent and sound reasons of 
public policy, the law has im- 
posed the absolute duty upon the 
shipowner to provide a seaworthy 
vessel, and liability results only 
as 2 consequence of the breach 
of that duty. If ‘fault’ means 
negligence alone, of course no 
fault is required, and to that 
extent only, the phrase “liability 
without fault” is accurate. But 
to say that one who breaches a 
duty is without fault is a logical 
as well as a legal incongruity. 

The seaman possesses the legal 
right of a seaworthy ship. When- 
ever this legal right is infringed 
and harm results by reason of 
the ship being unseaworthy, a 
“wrong” occurs, whether it be 
of omission or commission. The 
Supreme Court of New Jersey 
has defined “wrongful act’ as 
“any act which in the ordinary 
course will infringe upon the 
rights of another to his damage, 
except it be done in the exercise 
of an equal or superior right.” 
Louis Schlesinger Co. v. Rice, 4 
N. J. 169, 72 A. 2d 197, 203 (1950). 
Culpability is not necessary to 
constitute a wrong. It is the 
liability-creating quality of an 
act which makes it wrongful. 

If it be said that the New 
Jersey act provides redress for 
tortious conduct alone, we an- 
swer that providing an unsea- 
worthy ship is a tort. As was 
said in Strika v. Netherlands 
Ministry of Traffic, 185 F. 2d 555, 
658 (C. A. 2, 1950): 

“It would follow 
analysis that the 
the obligation’ to 
seaworthy ship 
that is result consonant 
with the historical attitude 
towards breaches of warranty, 
which until 1778 had to be 
sued in tort, and which may 
still be so treated if the dis- 
tinction is important.” 

The New York Court of Appeals 
has decided in a food poisoning 
case that the breach of the war- 
ranty of fitness for human con- 
sumption, imposed by law upon 
considerations similar to the im- 
position of the warranty of un- 
seaworthiness, is a “wrongful act, 
neglect or default” within the 
New York wrongful death stat- 
ute. Greco v. S. S. Kresge Co., 277 
N. Y. 26, 12 N. E. 2d 557 (1938). 

The New Jersey statute further 
refers to the “wrongful act, neg- 
lect or default” as one “such as 
would, if death had not ensued, 
have entitled the person injured 


eet cf 
fur mish a 
tort: and 


ic 
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a 
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to maintain an action for dam- 


ages resulting from the injury.’ 

This language may admit of al- 
ternative interpretation. It may 
be construed as defining the 


‘his named beneficiaries 


| nature of the 
| neglect or default”—i. e., if the 
|conduct would have been’ ac- 
tionable by the decedent had he 
lived, by virtue of that very fact 
would 
have an action in the event of 
his death. Or the clause may be 
construed as a limitation or an 
additional requirement—i. e., the 
conduct upon which the suit is 
based must be such that de- 
cedent could have sued had he 
lived, in addition to being a 
“wrongful act, neglect or de- 
fault.” In either interpretation, 
the statutory requirements are 
met by plaintiff here, for if 
Skovgaard had merely been in- 
jured he could have maintained 
an action against the vessel on 
the theory of unseaworthiness, 
since he was one “within the 
— of its humanitarian pol- 
Seas Shipping Co. v. Sier- 
a, 328 U.S. 85, 95 (1946). 

We hold that the failure to 
provide a seaworthy vessel in 
the case before us is such 
“wrongful act, neglect or default” 
as will allow recovery under the 
New Jersey wrongful death stat- 
ute. 

The same conclusion was 
reached by Judge Learned Hand 
in his dissenting opinion in Gill 
v. United States, 184 F. 2d 49, 57 
(C: A. 2, 3950): 

“* * * Ts a vessel owner liable 
for a seaman’s—or a long- 
shoreman’s—death within the 
territorial waters of a state 
when it is caused by the un- 
seaworthiness of the vessel? 
I have no doubt that the death 
was owing to the respondent’s 


‘wrongful act, neglect or de- 


fault,’ as the New Jersey Act 
uses those words 
« * 


*”’ (Emphasis supplied.) 

The right thus created by the 
New Jersey statute may be en- 
forced in a court of admiralty, 
for it is certainly “not hostile 
to the characteristic features of 
the maritime law or inconsistent 


with federal legislation,’ Just v. 
Chambers, 312 U. S. at page 388. 
In Lee v. Pure Oil Co., 218 F. 


2d 711 (C. A. 6, 1955), it was held 
that an action for unseaworthi- 
ness would not lie pursuant to 
the Tennessee wrongful death 
act. It must be noted, however, 
that the Sixth Circuit comment- 
ed that the Tennessee Act al- 
lowed recovery only for negli- 
gence. 

To the extent that Graham v. 
A. Lusi, Limited, 206 F. 2d 233 
(C. A. 5, 1953), and Mortenson v. 
Pacific Far East Lines, Inc., 148 
F. Supp. 71 (N. D. Cal. 1956) ex- 
press views on similar statutes 
of other states contrary to those 
expressed in this opinion, we are 
in disagreement with them. 

As to the negligence question, 
the holding of the district court 
that no duty devolved upon the 
vessel Tungus to clean up the 
Oil spill was predicated upon a 
finding of fact that the opera- 
tion of repairing the pump was 
conducted by El Dorado. and 
that no evidence indicated that 


ry 


Tungus personnel either super- 
vised or controlled the discharge 
of the oil. 


While it may be true that El 
Dorado supervised the pene re- 
pair operation, this would hardly 
lessen the duty of the vessel to 
provide a reasonably safe place 
to work, especially since El Dor- 
ado’s supervision was not so 
complete as to exclude crew 
members from the area. In fact, 
it was the crew which first dis- 
covered the oil leakage and 
adopted temporary measures to 
stop it. The chief officer of the 
Tungus testified that it was the 
custom to offer the assistance 
of ship personnel to independent 
contractors unloading the vessel. 
The personnel of the Tungus 
were well aware of the existence 
of the oil spill and the danger 
created by it. 

The assimilation by Seas Ship- 
ping Co. v. Sieracki, 328 U. S. 85 
(1946) of longshoremen to the 
position of seamen so far as un- 
seaworthiness is concerned did} 


Nagy act, 


International Law Ass'n 
To Meet at NYU 
Law Center 


The International Law Asso- 
ciation will hold its first meeting 
in the United States since 1930 
next September when some 400 
members from 33 nations con- 
vene at New York University’s 
Law Center in New York City. 

The announcement was made 


by Dr. Clyde Eagleton, research 
professor emeritus of law at 
NYU and president of the As- 


sociation’s American Branch. Dr. 
Eagleton also disclosed that John 
J. McCloy, chairman of the board 
of the Chase-Manhattan Bank 
and former United States high 
commissioner for Germany, will 
be chairman of the conference 
planning committee. 


The meeting, the Association’s 
48th biennial conference, will be 
held September 1 through 7 
Among the subjects to be dis- 
cussed are the legal aspects of 
nuclear energy development, ai! 
and space law, the reciproca! 
enforcement of foreign judg- 
ments, nationalization, inter- 
national rivers, the legal aspects 
of foreign investment, the Unit- 
ed Nations charter, coexistence 
international monetary law, anc 
international company law. 

Dag Hammarskjold, Secretary - 
General of the United Nations 
is scheduled to address the con- 
ference. There also will be a2 
reception for the participants 
at the United Nations’ head- 
quarters in New York City. 





not take away from the long- 
shoreman his accustomed right 
to recovery on the theory of neg- 
ligence. Pope & Talbot, Inc. 
Hawn, 346 U.S. 406, 413-414 
(1953). Engaged in the work 0? 
unloading the ship, Skovgaard 
was a business invitee. See con- 
curring opinion of Justice Frank- 
furter in Pope & Talbot, Inc 
Hawn, supra at page 416; se¢é 
also Santamaria v. Longport & 
Holt Line, 119 N. J. L. 467, 196 
Atl. 706 (Err. & App. 1938). It is 
relevant to note at this point 
that Skovgaard was called for 
the purpose of repairing 
pump, not to clean up the 
spill. It is alleged that his death 
was caused by the condition 0 
the deck and tank and not }) 
the instrumentality he intendec 
to repair. Cf. Broecker v. Arm- 
strong Cork Co., 128 N. J. L. 3 
24 A. 2d 194 (Err. 


the 
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prope 



















& App. 1942 
The duty of providing Skov- 
gaard with a reasonably safe 
place to work, Hawn v. Pope 
Talbot, Inc., 198 F. 2d 200, 8 
(C. A. 3, 1952). affirmed 346 U. 
406 (1953), would not be lesseneéc 
even if there were a concur! 
duty on the part of Skovgaara: 
Feinman vy. A. H. Bul 











employer. 
Steamship Co., 216 F. 2d 393 (C 
A. 3, 1954). 


























wrong- 


While the New Jersey 
ful death statute adopts 


aus 










maritime standard of care, it + 
silent as to available defe? 
It is not for us in the first in- 
stance, however, but rather (0: 
the trier of fact. to dete 
whether the vessel’s duty 
breached and to decide factua- 
what defenses, if any, might © 
available to the respondent. Thé 
question of the unseaworthines 
of the vessel is likewise one % 
should be determined i 
by the district court. 

The judgment of the distrc 
court dismissing the libel W- 
be reversed, and the cause W» 
be remanded for further Pre 
ceedings in conformity with 
opinion. The judgment 0: * 
district court also dismissea - 
impleading petition as a CO» 
sequence of the dismissal of ‘ 
libel. This will also be rev rset 


















of 


vers 


inasmuch as the liability of © a oe 


impleaded defendant canno: 
determined until there has bee 
a full and adequate develop med: 
of the facts. 
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Hastie, Maris and Kalodn® 








Cireuit Judges, dissent. 
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Federal Tax Notes 





BY HAROLD KAMENS the banana trade with Cuba and 

z SUPPORT PRIOR TO DI- Central America. 
VORCE: Pursuant to a court or- Held: Advances of some $16,- 
der, taxpayer received monthly 900 to the company were held 


support payments. Taxpayer and to be incidental to and proxi- 
her husband later entered into mately related to taxpayer's pro- 
an agreement calling retroac- duce business. The resulting bad 
A ly for monthly alir mony Pl loss was deductible in full 
he time of the court order for aS a ry ness bad debt. Dor- 
pport and this agreement was 6 TC 940, acq, IRB 1957- 
rporated in a divorce decree. 17 

Government argued that AMENDED RETURN: Taxpay- 
wife received taxable income er paid a federal tax assessment 
prior to the divorce decree. in 1949 and deducted interest 
Held: Under the 1939 code paid. Upon suit for refund, he 
Sec. 22(k) alimony was taxable recovered the interest in 1951. 

income only when paid pursuant He did not include the interest 
J toa divorce or separation, or a aS income in 1951. Instead he 
ten instrument incic el an amended return for 
eto. Payments prior to tk omitting the interest de- 
ree were not income to the At issue here is the 1951 
. Flowers. DC Pa.. 4 3 57 in which the Commis- 
WAIVER OF RIGHT BY WIFE: © ner included the refund as 

will, the decedent create 

t under the terms of w 





























h Held: The Commissioner was 
th rrect. The deduction in 1949 
However, the property was all proper, and there is no stat- 
mmunity. The wife did waive utory provision for amended 
her right to the property. On returns linghamer CA-10, 
the estate income-tax return, ~ + 
one-half of the income FRAUD: Deficiencies and 
the administered property fraud penalties were assessed 
reported; the other half against taxpayer for the years 
reported on the wife’s in- 1949 to 1951 during which period 


tax return. taxpayer failed to report income 
‘Held: Procedure upheld. The from sales of untaxed cigarettes 








wife was the beneficiary 











roperty was hers and the waiv- transported from Maryland to 
ed merely to make her a Canada 

-grantor of the trust and be- Held: In the light of taxpay- 

au: e of her powers over it income er’s complete failure to introduce 
axable to her. Nor can the evidence to rebut the Commis- 


Col missioner offset refund due sioner’s net worth computations, 
“estate against tax due from the deficiencies are upheld. Fur- 
= her. They are separate tax- thermore, taxpayer’s plea of 
payers. Gibson Estate Wells guilty to a charge of criminal 
argo Bk., Tr.), CA-9, 5/6/57 evasion of tax for one of the 
_DE PENDENCY EXEMPTION: Jé coupled with a pattern of 
payer claimed her 13 year C understatements of 
yn as a dependent. The tota] incom for all years is held suf- 
expenditures for supporting the fici nt proof of fraud. Papineau, 
mn came to $3,500. The fat 26 TC No. 9. 
1 had paid $1, 230 to taxpayer INTEREST DEDUCTION: In 
<- f ing the year for the boy’s 1947 taxpayer paid off a mort- 
The government objected gage on property he owned by 
inclusion of the cost of I n x 74 notes secured by a 
and related expenses of deed of ist. He retained the 
and the cost of a rifle and notes but as the property of his 
1 mower, in the total of sup- two minor children. He filed < 
n } expenditures. ft t irn for 1947 reporting 
ys Held: Since the expenses for cash gifts of half the mortgage 
é rt of children are expenses to each. In 1949 taxpayer cancel- 
or necessities, the above items he notes and gave each 
eliminated with the result child his personal note at 4% 
the mother is held to have tel 
‘urnished less than one-half of Held: Nc 
support and is, therefore, to the cl : h 
not ent tled toa —— y eX- tions as interest paid on the 
» Pémption. Flowers, DC Pa., 4/3 notes in 1951 and 1952 is dis- 
- CASH SETTLEMENT: Tax- allowed. Brown, CA-8, 3/8/57. 
19 



















oe 














alid debt was owed 














s hus band, pursuant to a BAD DEBT RESERVE: Tax- 






of legal separation, payer, a wholesale liquor busi- 
to pay over to her 1/3rd the reserve method 


income that he might re- 
from the estate of h entire addition to 
arents. The agreement cena ain Saige 
sulated that if the “”* bad debt reserve for the year 
r Stipuiate at 1f tne j,, : hal 
at, om : - so} 4 W ed as the bal- 
ould obtain a divorce and See Sete) fees aes gore 
the payments were to ~~ emaining in the reserve 
ieee er sie tae Tal at int was greater than the 
ap ipane ~_ a equal to the ilebts written off in 1949 and 
veetar ee et Som equal to tne would cover the bad debts of the 
yments for the 3 preceding ,. 7 1 ; Paramount 
— ° i sUWd <4 WU ye 2ars Aram 
: The wife obtained a valid 
aed : ; iquor , CA-8, 3/14/57 
Cvorce, remarried. and received Liq ; ,C ‘ 
mp sum of $43,500 under the PREV ns SLY TAXED PROP- 
f the agreement ERTY: As joint tenant, decedent 
: The cash settlement was Succeeded to property included 
: 3: = in 93fa'c _ setate seiner 
Derlodic payment of ali- 4% — Und 
was therefore not 
> wife. Senter, CA-4 

































he be- 

~ Lact taxes 
this property. He 
tax, but it was a 









REMIUM DEDUCTIONS: 
ant to a divorce decree, 
er-husband continued to Held: In computing the deduc- 
miums on life insurance tion for property previously tax- 
5 which the wife was ed. the amount of estate tax 
irrevocable benefici- yable on this property must 
the event she prede- be deducted from the value of 
1 the husband, her interest the property as representing the 
cease and the children net amount transferred to this 
O be named as benefici- cedent. Osborn Estate, 27 TC 
u 2s 13. 
th Held: The wife's interest in TRANSFER OF PROPERTY: 
atthe was only contingent Decedent’s husband died in 1930 
ls 1€ premiums were, there- and his son expressed dissatis- 
Rot deductible by the hus- faction with the will. In 1931 
, as alimony. Ortmayer, 28 gec dent transferred $50,000 of 
: securities in trust with income 
Pe oencen BAD DEBT: In or- to the son for his life. The wife’s 
i 0 ens Sure a supply of banan- estate now argues that the 1931 
fis produce business, tax- trust was in reality part of the 
T invested in a navigation settlement of the father’s estate 
““vanhy formed to engage in and not a gift by her. 





























Held: She was the sole grantor | 
of the trust and since she re-| 
to change the} 
ficiaries, the} 
dible in her} 
of this trust 
r own prop-| 
ement of a 





remainder 2 
trust corpus is inc 
estate. The creation 
was a transfer of 
erty and not 
contest over her husband’s will 
Since the time *~h the son 
could contest his father’s will 
had expired before the trust was 
created. Bailey Estate, CA-2, 
4/5/57. 

SURVIVOR’S ANNUITY: De- 
cedent had purchased a joint 
and survivor n providing 
income to herself for life and 
















then for the life of another. 
Held: The valu f the sur- 
vivor’s annuity is includible in 
decedent’s estate as a transfer 
with income retained. The relief 
provided by th Technical 


Changes Act of 1949 is not ap- 
plicable to this situation. Forster, 
Assignee, DC IIl., 3/16/57 

MARITAL DEDUCTION: The 
beneficiary clauses of two insur- 
ance policies on decedent’s life 
named his widow as beneficiary 
but provided for payment to his 
estate if she died before delivery 
of proof of decedent’s death to 
the insurance company 

Held: Since the widow must 
survive a certain event in order 


to receive the proceeds, and 
since this event may not neces- 
sarily occur within six months of 
decedent’s death. her interest in 






the policies is a te ninable in- 
terest which does not qualify for 
the marital deduction. DeRoy 
Estate, Eggleston, Exrs., DC Pa., 
3/29/57. 

GIFT OF EXCESS: Taxpayer’s 





husband provided by will that 
his wife receive $35,000 plus the 
income for her life from a trust 
of the residue However, the 
property was community prop- 
erty and the taxpayer’s wife’s 
share was worth me $600,000 
The Commissioner erted that 
she made a gift of the remain- 
der interest in $6 to the 
remainderman und the trust, 
her son 

Held: She ma ift. but it 
was the excess of the value so 
given up over wh yobtained 
under the will - tI 35,000 and 
the life interest sh eceived in 
the husband’s half of the com- 
munity property. Si 26° FE 
743 

SECTION 722 RELIEF: A bak- 
ery requested EPT relief under 
Section 722 contendi that its 





base period earnin ere de- 
pressed because 
emporary econ 
stance, namely, 
which it was not 
resulting in a los 

Held: Relief 
orporation was 
in severe competit 
in own and relat 
Section 722 relief 
granted because 
earnings caused by ! 
Old Homestead Bread ( 
No. 31. 

INVENTORY WRITE-DOWN: 
Taxpayer reduced its inventory 
at the year-end to the lower of 
cost or market valu 

Held: In determini its aver- 





age base period net income for 
the purpose of ec juting the 
excess profits tax credit under 
the income me ethod taxpayer is 
held not entitled to exclude the 
inventory write-down an ab- 


normal deduction. McKay Ma- 
chine Co., 28 TC No. 21 
DIVIDEND: Taxpaye 
porate officer and stockholder 
in a family corporation, in settle- 
ment of a dispute with the other 
stockholders and co 
rectors, was permitte ) acquire 
for $7,500 treasury stock having 
a fair market value $33,000. 
Held: Taxpayer received a tax- 
able dividend to the extent of 
the bargain. The amount of the 
dividend was limited to the earn- 
ings and profits in the year of 
distribution, since the corpora- 
tion had an earned surplus defi- 
cit. Waldheim, CA-7, 5/14/57. 




















should not be restrained.” 


Some Notes On Admiralty and Maritime Law 


by Robert F. Doyle and Howard | of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit, 
Newcomb Morse |which held that: “Where there 
Editor’s note: This is the tweljth of |is but a single claim against a 
a series of short articles on various | vessel owner, for which a limita- 
phases of admiralty and maritime law. | tion of liability is sought ... and 
sie ee beat oe — pri wl the value of the vessels involved 
pee ieee. _ : largely exceeds the amount of 
; such claim, the proceeding 
XV. Should be dismissed.’ The fol- 
A Defendant-Shipowner Who) lowing year the Supreme Court 
Files A Petition For Limitation | of the United States denied cer- 
Of Liability Cannot Enjoin The) tiorari, 238 U. S. 633, 59 L. Ed. 
Prosecution Of A Jones Act Li-| 1498, 35 S. Ct. 938. In another 
bel Where There Is Undeniably| case by the same name, 251 F. 
Only One Claim. 266, in 1918 the United States 
The United States Court of|Court of Appeals for the Ninth 
Appeals for the Ninth Circuit in | Circuit held that: “Where there 
1940 in The Helen L., 109 F. 2d; was only one claimant, and the 
884, held that: “In limitation |appraisement made by the com- 
proceeding by charterer of fish-|Missioner and approved by the 
ing vessel, dissolution of injunc- | court showed that the interest 
tion restraining injured seaman/|of the owner in the vessel ex- 
from pursuing his common law|ceeded the amount of the claim, 
remedy against charterer . . .|a petition for limitation of lia- 
was not abuse of discretion! bility will be dismissed.” 
where ... but one claimant ap- The District Court of the Unit- 
peared in response to the moni- | ed States for the Eastern Dis- 
tion, and there were no other | trict of New York in 1938 in The 
claimants.’ American Transport, 23 F. Supp. 
The United States Court of /583, held that: “In proceeding 
Appeals for the Second Circuit | for exoneration from or limita- 
in 1947 in Curtis Bay Towing | tion of liability of vessel owner 


Company v. Tug _— Moran. /} and charterer ... the only claim- 
Inc., 159 F. 2d 273, 275, 276, de- | ant... was permitted to proceed 
clared: that: “.. . “the shipowner | with prior suit . . . for injuries 


may not draw an action against | sustained in repairing vessel. 


him into the admiralty court, | ——— 
when a is ~— single claim, Paid Back Taxes On 
even though it be greater than 
the value of the vessel. ... the Non- Existent Land 
proceeding will lie, we think, poem 
only when a concourse is neces- NOR Wie, so ¥ (ACCN)- 
sary in order to distribute an The Chenango county board of 
inadequate fund. We can see no /|S¥Pervisors has a problem. 
justification in the case at bar Two years ago, Robert Lord 
for enjoining suits....The order | Purchased a tract of land from 
must be reversed, so far as it let | the board by paying the unpaid 
the injunction stand.” back taxes on the property. Re- 
: 4 : cently, he decided to take a look 
The District Court of the Unit- | a¢ his property, but couldn't find 
ed States for the Eastern Dis- it 
trict of New York in 1948 in Pe- ar fekeue a 
tition of M: P. Howlette, Ine. 75), Dever exited. ee 
F. Supp. 438, 439, held that in a “administrative error,” a board 
limitation of liability proceeding | SPOKesman told him. — 
the prosecution of a jury action Lord now wants his money 
brought by an injured long- back plus the taxes he paid on 
shoreman against the shipowner| the property for the past two 
should not be restrained if there | Years. The board, however, says 
was but one claim since limita-|it may not be legal to return 
tion of liability could be obtain- | back taxes. 
ed by proper pleading in the jury 
action. The Court stated that: Announcement 
“The question then is whether : = 
the jury action shall proceed. The law firm of Weitz, Lasser 
The right of the plaintiff to pro-|& Weitz has. been dissolved 
ceed before a jury depends on effective December 31, 1957 and 
the determination of the num-/|Sidney Lasser has opened new 
ber of claims filed in the limita- | offices for the general practice 
tion proceeding, for if there is|of law in the Dispatch Building, 
but one claim. then under the! (Suite No. 214) 400-38th Street, 
authorities the jury action; Union City. 





The District Court of the Unit- | LICENSED BONDED 
ed States for the Northern Dis- H ) t ti A 
trict of California in 1914 in anus C ec ive gency 
Shipowners’ and Merchants’ | Dirorce Investigations a Specialty 
Tugboat Company v. Hammond ELizabeth 2-3359, 2151 
Lumber Company, 212 F. 455, ] 1143 E. Jersey St. Charles Hanus, 
held that: “Where, in a proceed- || Elizabeth, N. J. Supervisor 
ing for limitation of liability, it ; —— 
appears that there is but a single 
damage claimant, which is 
plaintiff in a pending suit 
against the petitioner ... in WANT 
which the amount claimed is 
much less than the appraised 


sige of the wessele offered to ff LOMMEAO ITS 
value of the vessels offered to 
be surrendered, the court may 
properly dismiss the proteeding ele. we ED? 


as to such claimant and dissolve 
the order restraining it from 
presenting its action at law.” In 
the same case on rege 218 F. 
161, the decision of the District 
Court was affirmed the same 
year by the United States Court 
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What Factors Determine An Excessive Verdict? 





By Hon. Edward V. Martino, 
Camden County Court Judge 


Approximately thirty years ago 
a jury in this State had the} 
temerity to render a verdict in 
a personal injury action in the 


sum of $7500.00 damages “plus | 


counsel fees”. The Court did not 


disturb the fixed quantum of | 


the verdict but did set aside 
that portion concerning counsel | 
fees. Pottle vs. Griffith Co., 7 
Misc. 377. 

Our Appellate Court has more} 
recently expressed a view that 
the successful party in an action 
at law is not entitled to recover | 


counsel fees from the defeated | 
party and this rule applies to} 
actions ex delicto as well as to | 


those ex contractu except as the 


party is bound thereto by his} 


contract or as the statutes of 
this State provide. Kinane vs. | 
Fay, 111 N. J. L. 553. 


The privilege of an Appellate | 


Court to grant a new trial ap- 


pears to have been settled in| 


this State for at least 130 years 


and, significantly, that privilege | 
was exercised then because the | 
Appellate Court in a concurring | 


opinion felt that ‘justice has| 
not been done”. Hutchinson vs. 
Coleman, 10 N. J. L. 74, 82. 


More than a hundred years 
ago our Supreme Court had oc- 
casion to pass upon an objection 
that the damages in a jury ver- 
dict were excessive and the 
Court held that “in 
cases where damages are to be 
awarded by a jury, and ro speci- 
fic rule prescribed by law by 
which they are to be liquidated, 
the judgment of the jury upon 
the evidence is final, unless it 
can be shown that there was a 
clear mistake, or unless the 
damages awarded are so exor- 
bitantly high as to evince that 
they were controlled by feelings 
of prejudice, passion or partial- 
ity”. Taylor vs. Vanderveer, 19 
N. J. L. at page 34. 

The inherent right of any 
Court to set aside a verdict ap- 
pears to have its genesis accord- 
ing to Blackstone under the pro- 
visions of Chapter 20 of the 
Magna Charta. 

Where an Appellate Court re- 
versed the verdict entered in a 
lower Court because of alleged 
excessiveness-Salvato vs. New 
Jersey Asphalt & Paving Co., 134 
N. J. L. 362-our highest Court 
reversed the Appellate Court 
with these reproachful words: 

“It is a fundamental rule that 
on an application for a new 
trial in actions to recover dam- 
ages for personal torts, when 
damages can be gauged by no 
fixed standards, but necessarily 
rest in the sound discretion of 
the jury, the court interferes 
with the verdict on the mere 
eround of excessive damages 
with reluctance, and never, ex- 
cept in a clear case. * * * * It is 
likewise a clear principle, long 
established, that in all applica- 
tions of this type it is necessary 
for the court to enter into the 
nature of the cause, the evidence 
and facts, the circumstances and 
situations of the parties in the 
same manner as the jury. * * * * 
The amount of the award is a 
matter primarily vested in a 
jury and the mere fact that the 
award is so high that the trial 
court feels it is too high does not 
indicate that it is the result of 
mistake, passion or prejudice on 
the part of the jury, when there 
is sufficient evidence before the 
jury which the jury might be- 
lieve, to justify the verdict 
rendered. * * * * If the rule were 
otherwise the court could in 
the exercise of its personal judg- 
ment, substitute it for the unan- 
imous judgment of the twelve 
jurors. This it cannot do under 
our constitutional guarantees.” 
Salvato vs. New Jersey Asphalt! 
& Paving Co., 135 N. J. L. 185, 
189. This pronouncement, if it) 
is to be heeded, places a binding | 


ordinary | 
|mode of fee fixing what consid- | 


, restraint on a reviewing court 
whether it be at the trial level 
or appellate review. 
The law applies no yardstick 
for measurement of pain by a 
|jury. The only guideposts in its 
|task of assessing damages in 
these cases are common sense 
and sound judgment and having 
used these tools to the best of 
|its ability a jury arrives at a 
verdict only to find it set aside| 
|when a Judge in his discretion 
| grants a motion to that effect on | 
the ground that the verdict is| 
| excessive. Should the trial Judge | 
| express his approval of the jury’s 
decision it is still 
higher Court’s province to say 
that the tools available to the 
jury were not properly adminis- 
tered. 

Another element 
|/never focused its attention on 


our Courts in passing upon ver-| 


|dicts which are charged to be 


'it is legible—is the element of 
contingent fees. This type of 
{retainer is condoned by our 
system and in almost every State 
of this Union they have won a 
grudging acceptance as a neces- 
| Sary evil. In England and in 
|}many other countries the prac- 
| tice is forbidden as champertous. 

Would it not be fair to esti- 
mate that a minimum of ninety- 
five out of every one hundred 
personal injury cases are hand- 
‘led on this basis? 

Since the law 


permits this 
eration has been known to have 
been given by any Court to 
the question that the whole jury 
verdict, less medical and hospital 
expenses, will ever reach the 
plaintiff’s coffer? A Court which 
reduces a jury verdict one-third 
in a personal injury case in 
most instances reduces piaintiff’s 
recovery an additional one-third, 
and if it feels it has arrived at 
a Solomonic determination by 
its final adjusted verdict has it 
taken into consideration the fee 
to be deducted. Professor Jaffe 
(Harvard Law School), in an 
article written by him, submit- 
ted the argument that “Since 
lawyers’ fees are not recoverable 
by the winning party the award 
for pain and suffering might be 
measured and justified in terms 
OI a contribution to the real costs 
of the litigation”. 

An anomaly occurs, however, 
in ex delicto actions pending in 
our District Courts. In this Court 
an attorney fee is provided for 
against the judgment debtor, N. 
J. S. A. 22A:2-42. Cases trans- 
ferred from the County and Su- 
perior Court to the District Court 
entitle the judgment creditor to 
a similar counsel fee. (See memo 
of Supreme Court, Paragraph 10, 
based upon recommendations 
made to the Supreme Court by 
the Committee on Pretrial and 
Calendar Control.) 

Query: Would legislation pro- 
viding for a fixed counsel fee 
to be entered by the Clerk of 
Court on all judgments put an 
end to the unsavory aspects of 


contingent agreements which 
have been a sore spot in the 
American way of law practice? 


It would at least put an end to 
contingent fees in matters fully 
litigated but as to those matters 
settled before adjudication, of 
course, it would not be effective 
It might be inducive to more 
settlements since a verdict might 
bring upon the losing party a 
penalty which he would like to 
avoid. It certainly would end 
whatever concern some jurors 


‘have been known to have as to 
counsel fees in their determina- | 
'tions and have sotto voce en- 
|hanced some verdicts with that 


in mind. Cf. Salvato vs. New 
Jersey 
Supra. 

A dissertation on money and 


jits value brings to mind the 


words of a California jurist who 
once said “There is a wide diver- 


within the} 


which has| 


excessive—at least not so that) 


;are 


;in 


Asphalt & Paving Co. | 


“Prof. Gelhorn Writes in 
New Quarterly 


Is it possible to define obscen- 
ity and legislate against it? 

In the first issue of the Co- 
lumbia University Forum, pub- 


Betts professor of law at the Co- 
lumbia law school, discusses an 
| important although almost un- 
noticed decision on obscenity 
| nanded down by the U. S. Su- 
preme court in June, 1957. 


| Prof. Gelhorn contends, in a 
2,300-word article in Columbia’s 
;}new quarterly journal of fact 
and opinion, that “obscenity is 
not an objective fact that can 
be ‘found.’ It is, rather a re- 
| flection of subjective, unstand- 
dardized, and inarticulate im- 
pressions, a variable not only 
; from person to person, but from 
time to time and place to place. 

“The Supreme court decision 
that ‘obscenity is not within 
the area of constitutionally pro- 
| tected speech or press,’ was ren- 
dered by a sharply divided court,’ 
|Prof. Gelhorn notes. Justice 
| John Marshall Harlan criticized 
ithe majority opinion written by 
Justice William J. Brennan Jr. 
because it ‘seems to assume that 
obscenity is a peculiar genus of 





‘speech and press, which is as 
distinct, recognizable, and clas- 
sifiable as poison ivy is among 
plants.’ 

According to Justice Brennan, 
Gelhorn continues, the consti- 
tutional freedom of expression 
extends only to “ideas having 
even the slightest redeeming so- 


cial importance.” 

Obscenity, Brennan said, was 
not of that stamp—as witness, 
among other things, the univer- 
sal judgment that obscenity 
should be restrained, reflected 
in the international agreement 
of over 50 nations.” 

“The court’s opinion,’ Gel- 
horn contends, “does not note 
that this 50-nation agreement 
has been entirely inoperative 
throughout its 35 years of exis- 
tence because the nations’ dele- 
gates cannot agree upon what is 


obscene 
“The court’s present opinion 
does not seem to have been 


founded upon a real or imagined 
link between reading matter and 
objectionable behavior of a sort 
the iegislature could validly con- 
demn. 

“The tests of social impropriety 
that were used to convict the 
defendants in these cases clearly 
referred to thoughts and not 
deeds,’ Gelhorn continued. ‘The 
judge's charge the jury in 
one of the cases included an 
instruction that a book could 
not lawfully be offered for sale 
if it ‘tends to stir sexual im- 
pulses and leads to sexually im- 
thoughts’ —a measurement 
as Justice Harlan said, 
might very possibly  illegalize 
‘much of the great literature of 
the world.” 

Gelhorn reports that Gulli- 
ver’s Travels, Prometheus Un- 
bound, the Scarlet Letter, Leaves 
of Grass, Tess of the D'Urber- 
villes, and the Kreutzer Sonata 
among the many “meritori- 
works that have been cen- 
suppressed in their 


to 


pure 
that, 


ous” 
sorially 
times. 


Censors are not, in his opin- 


ion, persons of a common tem- 
perament who have a uniform 
judgment. 


“As Justices William O. Doug- 
las and Hugo L. Black insisted 
a dissenting opinion, the 
court’s ruling seems to sanction 
the infliction of punishment for 
provoking subjective reactions 
rather than for overt acts or 








Sity of view among individuals 
as to the value of money and the 
uses that should be made of it. 
That is why we have Tiffany’s 
on one side of the street and 
Woolworth’s on the other”. 





lished Sunday, Walter Gelhorn, 





Criticizes High Court's Ruling On Obscenity 


|anti-social conduct,” Gelhorn 
says. 

“If, as the Constitution pre- 
supposes, the American people 
can be trusted to sort out the 
true from the false in theology, 
economics, and politics, the dis- 
senting judges were willing to 
trust the people to make their 
own literary choices as well,” he 


concludes. 
Announcement 
Harvey L. Birne has opened 


offices for the practice of law at 
921 Bergen Avenue, Jersey City. 
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Dated: January 8, 195% 
ESTATE OF BLANCHE W. MecGILL, de- 
ceased 


Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN wy. 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day made, on the application of 
the undersigned, Executors of said deceased, : 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of < 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscribers ) 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscribers, ' 
THE CHASE MANHATTAN BANK ES5! 

SXANDER T. McGILL be 

SON, HANSEN & 

aye yrneys 





‘4 









11 Co 
Newark 2, N. 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY ap Stat 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE ert! 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

To all to whom these presents may come 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed. 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock 
holders, deposited in my offic ‘e that 

COASTAL SMENT CO 
a corpora . Whose prince 
R aym ond Bc 
3 yunty of Ess 
y Jersey (Frank Ww. Towey, 
being the agent therein and in charge ther.‘ 
»pon whom process may be served), a8 
complied with the requirements of Title ! 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statut: 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issu 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Her+t 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Thirty-tirst day of December, 1957, file 
my office a duly executed and attested consen: 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor. 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the recor 
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of the proceedings aforesaid are now on 
i office 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY Sutheaster 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE é f 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION at right 
To all to whom these presents may com |! et: th 
Greeting 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfactioz é t 
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holders, deposited in my office that t 
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f New Jersey : iL nsk h 
being the agent therein and in charge there S a 
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‘ n the requirements of Title 1+ —Rt.< . 
( ions, General, of Revised Statu'=—e! : 
of New Jersey prcisninary to the issulj—a Rethiee 
of this Certificate of Dissolution § ' 
NOW. THEREFORE I, the Secretary "BE Me. 
State of the State of New Jersey. De orMRs » 
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Secretary of State. . 
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NOW, THEREFORE. I. 
State of the State of New Jerser 
Certify that the said corporation did 
Thirty-tirst day f December ‘ 
my office a duly executed and attest 
in writing to the dissolution of 
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of the proceedings aforesaid are now © 
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}EPARTMENT OF STATE 
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- It appears to my satisfaction 
nticated record of the pro 
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consent of ail the stock 
s in my office that 
3 St r (Sarah Shaim 
g t therein and in charge thereof, 
I process may be served), has 
~j] with the requirements of Tit 
ations, Ge neral of Revised 
preliminary to the iss 
f said office as rided law 
-_— IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 
have hereto set my hand and 
fixed ( ial seal, at Trent 
this eventh day Dex 
s ber, A one thousand 
ired and fifty-seven 
- EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 
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Secretary of State 
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m these presenta may come 


EAS. It appears to my satisfaction 


thenticated record of the pro 





"eM. denosited in my office that 


Cedar Grove, Cor inty 
f New Jersey (Fred 
ng the agent therein and 





this Certificate of Dissolution. 
HEREFORE, I, the Secretary 


of December, 1957, file 





office as ed by law. 


y 
TESTIMON WHEREOF. 





and fifty-seve 
EDWARD J “PATTEN, 
. eos of State. 








tie voluntary dissolution thereof 
nimous consent of @il the stock 


s State, whose principal 
at No. 571 Pompt om Avenue, 


’ . Upon whom process may be 
5&8 complied with the requirements 
+4. Corporations, General, of Revised 
New Jersey, preliminary to the 


* State of New Jersey. Ibo Hereby 
the aaa corporation did. on the 


& duly executed and attested consent 
Z to the dissolution of said cor 
exec ited by all the stockholders 
hich said consent and the record 
Pedi dings eo are now on file 


ted _my official seal, at Trenton 
“is iwenty-sixth day of December, 
A.D., one eset nine hundred 


$21.69 


STATE OF NEW Boo 
DEPARTMENT OF STAT 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLU TION 


fo all to whom these presente may come, | 


Greeting 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ng® for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
yy the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
GARUB REALTY CO. 
ion of this State, whose principal 
Situated at No. 650 Bergen Street, 








ate of New Jersey (Samuel Gartenlaub, 
ng the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
1 whom process may be served), has 
ed with the requirements of Title 14, 










of New Jersey, preliminary to the iseuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
ty-sixth ay of December, 1957, file in 
ny office a d Pe executed and attested consent 

writing to the dissolution of said cor- 

oration, executed by all the stockholders 

ereof, which said consent and the record 

of the proceedings aforesaid are now on fille 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 

have hereto set my hand and af- 

fixed = officia! seal, at Trenton, 

his enty-sixth day of December 

Seal) AD. one thousand nine hundred 

and fifty-seven. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 

a. 2, 9: 36 
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eeae OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
all to whom these presents may eome, 


Greeting 
WHERE AS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
y duly authenticated record of the proceed 

) the luntary dissolution thereef 


consent of all the stock 
in my office that 
TOWING LINE, INC 
this State, whose principal 
t 45 Branford Place 
County of Essex, 
tat f rse) (John McCloskey, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof 
ipon whom process may be served), has 
‘omplied with the requirements of Title 14, 
rporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
f New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
>» of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 











fy that the said corporation did, on the 
t th day of Decembx 1957, file in 
fice a duly executed and attested consent 





to the dissolution of said cor- 

atior executed by all the stockholders 

thereof, which said consent and the record 

the proceedings aforesaid gre now on file 
my said office as provided by law 

IN TESTIMONY WHERBEOF, 1 

have hereto set my hand and af 

fixed ~ official seal, at Trenton 

s T nty-sixth day of December 

Sea e thousand nine hundred and 

fifty-seven 

EDWARD J PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

To all to whom these presents may 


Greeting 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent 
holders, deposited in my office 

DELTA TRL EV ISION SE RV 1c ae 


a corporation OS his 





ther 





tes of New Jersey 


ssuing of this Certi ficate 
NOW, THEREFORE, 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
| Certify that the said corporation did, 
rst day of December, 
my ottice a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution i 
poration, executed by 
thereof, which said consent 
of the proceedings aforesaid are 
iny said office as provided 
iN TESTIMONY 


Chirt 





have hereto 


fixed my official 
this Thirty-first 

(Seal) A.D., one saieaniel 
and fifty-seven 
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Secretary of 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock 
holders, deposited in my office that 

DENNY REALTY CORP 
a corporation of this State, whose principl 
office is situated at No. 852) Broadway 
in the City of Bayonne, County of Hudson 
ate of New Jersey (Irving Charles Picker 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 








|} upon whom process may be served), has 


complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 





» | of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 





of this Certiticate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Thirty-first day of December, 1957, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing tc the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, exeeuted by all the stockholders 


| thereof, which said consent and the record 
| of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


in my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
tixed my official at Trenton 
this Thirty-tirst J Decemibe 
(Seal) A.D., ene thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-seven. 
EDW AR D J. PATTEN, 
t of State. 











STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
7 all to whom these presents may come 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by dauly au cated record of the proceed 
! f the voluntary dissolution thereof 
consent of all the stock 
in my office that 
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his State, whose pring it 
No. 161 East lackwel 
of Dover, County of Me 
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EDWARD J. PATTEN 
tary of State 


LJ ! 16, 23, 30 S21 Ge 


Necre 
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1 the statutes and re 1 
h made and provided 
JAMES R. GITLIANG 
,. €&. 4 
LJ | 16 $7.74 


NOTICE TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN 


TAKE NOTICE that 104 SEVENTH AVI 
NUE REALTY > LITeED 1 limited part 
r ' soe jor f é of New 


number ar 








partnersh 





ve Sa 
accordance 
2 Seecti 

A soci: 


sey 


Ived and 





ce l business except 
as may he required for the final winding 


104 SEVENTH AVENUP REALTY 


CY, Secretary 
24 Commerce Stre Room 426 





DATED: JANUARY 7. 1958 
LJ 


Jan. 16, 23, 30, Feh. 6, 13, 20 827.14 
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LEGAL NOTICES 





STATE OF NEW ‘JERSEY 

DEVARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

all to whom these may come, 

Greeting 


WHERE 





Zo presents 
AS, It appears to my 
authenticated record of 
the voluntary dissolution 

janimous consent of all the 
posited in my office tha 
WEST SHORE BOAT 


State 


satisfaction, 
e proceed 
thereof 


stock 


by 


duly 





principal 
-enwood Luke, 


Nhose 





agent therei 
whom 
with 
14, Corporations, 
t Jersey 
“rtificate 


proce 
the ret 
General, 
pre 


of 





irements 
of Re 
liminary 
Jissolu 





f 
of 


THEREFORE, I, the 
State New Jersey, 
the said corporation did, on the 
day December, 1957, file in 
duly execut nd attested consent 
, the dissolution of said cor- 
executed by 1 the stockholders 
which said consent and the record 
cedings aforesaid are now on file 
office as provided by law 
TESTIMONY WHERE SOF, J 
hereto set hand and af 
my official at Trenton 
Twenty-sixth of December, 
. one thousand ni hundred 
and fifty-seven 
EDWARD J 
Secretary of 
Jan. 9, 16, 23 


Secretary 


ion 
NOW 
t Ibo Hereby 


of the 
y that 


f 
ol 





of 





mS 





proc 


syid 


my 





(Seal) 


PATTEN 
State 
$21.60 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock 
holders. deposited in my office that 
CALDWELL BOWLING CENTER, 
a corporation of this State, whose 
hee situated at No. 315 Bloomfield Ave- 
nue the Borough of Caldwell, Gounty of 
Essex, State of New Jersey (George Wood 
Meurs, being the agent therein and = in 
charge thereof, upon whom process may be 
served), has complied with the requirements 
of Title 14, Oorporations, General, of Revised 
Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
issuing of this Certificate 


of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
twenty-sixth day of December, 1957, file in 
office a duly executed and attested con 
in writing to the dissplution of said 
corporation, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 

ju uy said office as provided by law 

IN TESTIMONY WHERKOF, 1} 

have hereto set my band and af 

fixed my official seal, at Trenton 

this Twenty-sixth day of December, 
A.D., one thousand aine hundred | 
wnd fifty-seven. | 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, | 






To 


by 


INC. 
principal 


is 


in 


(Seal) 


Secretary of State. 


Jun. 2, 9, 16 $21.60 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY | 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTUON 
all to whom these presents may come 

Greeting 
WHEREAS, It 
by duly authenticated 
ings for the voluntary 
by the unanimous consent of all the 
holders. deposited in my offlee, that 
JAMES K. WINDELER, INC 
i corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated No S Park Avenue, in 
the Township of Scotch Pla County of 
Union, State of New Jersey (Charles B. 
Chateher, Jr being the ag therein and 
thereof, upon whom provess may 
served), has complied with the require 
litle 14, Corporations, General, of 
Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary 
of this Certifleate Dissoiu- 


To 


satisfaction 
the proceed 
thereot 
stock 


appears to my 
record of 
dissv!ution 








ins 


charge 


in 





issuing of 

NOW, 
State of the 
Certify that 


Secretary of | 
Ibo Hereby 
on the 


THEREFORE, I, the 
State of New Jersey, 
the said corporation did, 
Vhirtieth day of December, 1957, file in 
my offlte a duly executed and attested con- 
sent in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- | 
poration, executed by all the stockholders | 
hereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
» my offive as provided by law | 
TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 

hereto set my hand and af-| 
my offletal seal, at Trenton 

hirtieth day of December, | 
A.D., oe thousand noine hundred 
and fifty-seven 

EKPWARD J. PATTEN | 
Secretary of State | 
1 Jan. 9, 16, 28 S21 60} 
OF NEW JERSEY 





seid 


have 
fixed 
this 





STATE 














DEPARTMENT OF STATE | 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come 
Cireetin 
WHEREAS, It appears io my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
tugs for the voluntary dissolution thereof | 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock | 
holders deposited in aey Mee that | 
CHAPMAN CHEVROLET CO | 
corporation of this State, whose principal 
ituated at No. G04 Anderson Avenue 
g of Cliffside Park, County of 
ate of New Jersey (Norman Chay- 
the agent therein and in charge | 
on Whom process t be served), 
with tt requirements of Tithe 
, a ns, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey preliminary to the fesuing | 
of this Certificate of IMesolution | 














vow THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
ert. that the sald corporation did, on the | 
rhirtieth day o Docember 1957, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of sald cor 
poration, executed by all the stockholdere 
thereof, which sald consent and the recond 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
tu my sald offlee as provided by Lrw 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have my hand and af 
Aeod aea! at Trenton 
this et luy 0 December 
(Sea Al one thousand nine hundred | 
and Afty-seven 
EPWARD J EN 
Secretart ‘rs 
! Jan. 9, 16, 25 oo 





























Derted: December 20, 1957 
ESTATE OF LEWIS H rROW BRIDGE 
deceased 
Pursuant r of ADRIAN M 
FOLEY JK of the County of 
Essex, this day made, on ne application 
t indersigned, Execut of said deceased | 
notice is hereby given to the creditors o 
said deceased, to exhibit to the s eriber 
under oat affirmation, their claims and 
lemands against the estate of 1 leceased 
within six months from this d mr the 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
overing the same against the st ibseriber 
GEORGE DPD. MULLIGA 
9 Clinton Street 
NEWARK 2, N. J | 
Jan. 2, 8, 16. 23 
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| LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES 
| STALE OF NEW JERSEY OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY cal 
, DEPAKTME NI OF STATE ? LTMENT OF STATE DiPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION ‘ SATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION ( ae TIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
lo alt to whom these presente may cume Tota es whom these presents may come, | To to whom these presents may come, whom these pres May com: 


Ureetimg: Greet 
























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































WHEKEAS, It appears to my satisfaction 1 t y satiate u 
vy dusy authenticated record of the proceed ip et remeyeiagcn ry 3 " 
.uges for the voluntary dissviutivn tuerev! , a e proceed- 
vy the unanimous consent of ali the stock | /!=> an thereof 

| noiders, deposited in my office that yt f the stock- * 
| BOULEVARD NORTH, INC soidets, a that 
| a corporation of this State, whose principa STEEI aa RY VICE, ome ye, 
| office is situated at No. 663 Main Avenue, | @ COT] \ pa a 3 
| in the City of Passaic, County of Passaic, | office is 2900 744 Broad ott 
State of New Jersey (Benedict Krieger, be-| Strevt ; f E “i 
} ing the agent therein and in charge thereof, » 
| uv Whe process may be served), bas !' - 
| -ompiled with the requirements of ‘Titie 14 I 
| orpuratious, Geueral, of Kevised Statutes 
} of New Jersey, preliminary to tbe issuing | ( F 
of this Certineate of Dissolution. f New 

NOW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of ft 

siale of tbe State of New Jersey. Do Hereby N 
| -ectify that the said corporation did, on tur ae 
| Thirtieth day of December, 1957, tile in| 7° 
| my office a duly executed and attested con ri) “ 
| » ut im writing to the dissviution of said cor fe la 

wration, executed by all the stockholders | 7° °"" 
| .uereuf, which said consent and the record : 
| of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | rat 
| o may said office as provided by law here 
| IN TE STIMONY WHEKEOF, 1 f the p 
| have werew set my hand and af in my said office as provider w id 
| fixed my offic ial seal, at Trenton TESTIMONY 'WHEREOF. I IN "TESTIMONY 
| this ‘Thirtieth day of December, her ot . i e se 
| (Seal) A.D,, one thousand nine bundred 
| and fifty-seven. 
LUWARD J. PATTEN, Sea A.! y I (Seal) 
| secretary of State. ind = =fifty-seve 

L.J Jan. 9, 16, 23 21.60 EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

—— ——_—__—_————— Secretary of State. , ee 

STATE OF NEW JERSEY L..J.—Jan 16, 23 $21.60 | ~* : 

DEP ARTMENT tae STATE ie ee = = 
CERTIFICATE OF FILING OF CONSENT STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE 2W JERSEY 
BY STOK KHOLVDERS TO DISSOLUTION DEPARTMENT OF STATE ) AR OF STATE 
a ee ae ee ee See ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 7 IC DISSOLUTION 

ive " . 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. fo. ie to whom these presente may come 
by duly authenticated record of the  pro- WHEIey ee sail t 
ceedings for the voluntary dissolution thereo! | , HEREAS, it appears to my satisfaction 
coven’ in my office, that the y Guy authenticated record of the proceed: 

‘OLORESCE NT LIGHTING, IN¢ aaa for the voluntary dissolution thereof bs 
a sgomuaaion of this State, whose principal holders aetinatted eee oe stock a eee ee 
office is situated at No. Room 1704 - 744 | /° °° \PNOT 1” INSOLE CORP office that buiders 
4 ’ : . DAR SLL SOLE {P. INC " 
sroad Street, in the City of Newark, County | g tion of this State. whose ipal ee ae ’ 
of Essex, State of New Jersey (Har ry G. | of at No. Brooklake in ao Park 1 
Cohen, being the agent therein and in charge | gy, rrham Park. County of Mor- x wa 
thereof, upon whom process may be served). ery w Jersey (Bror H. Hammar- eres 
has complied with the requirements of Title | |.’ e sant Shavek 2 nd nae est a Ge : ta 
14, Corporations, General, of the Revised | >)‘ . eles: spices age irish agent therein and i pace tiga 6 
Statutes, preliminary to the issuing of this/| |’ DOR BOM PLOCesS “MiAy be served) whom process served) re 
Certificate that such consent has been filed. | !@S complied with the requirements of Title with the complied nts of Tit wu 
NOW THEREFORE, 1, Edward J. Patten, | )4. of oy, | ninary to the issu- o Corporations, ~ vised Statur ry 
etary of State of the State of New x of t ertincate Dissolution w 
y. Do Hereby Certify that the sald NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
corporation did, on the Thirty-first day of | State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby \ 
December, 1957, tile in my office a duly ex- Certify that the said corporation aid, on the S ? 
veuted and attested consent in writing to| Tiirty-first day of December, 1957. file in -“ 
the dissolution of said corporation, execut- | ™y office a duly executed and attested consent | - : 
ed by more than two-thirds in (nterest of | in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
the stockholders thereof. which said certi- | poration. executed by all the stockholders | 
ticate and the record of the proceedings | thereof. which said consent and the record 
aforesaid are now on file in my eaid office | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | 
as provided by law | In my said office as provided by law. 

~ eee “eee. : IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 

jave hereto set my an and af-| have hereto se 5) oe 
tixed my official seal. at Trenton | fixed my otha ee _ = TESTIMONY: 

this Thirty-tirst day of December, this Thirty-first day of December, | have hereto set 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred| (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred | fixed my offic ial 

and fifty-seven and fifty-seven. | this Thirty-fi 

EDWAKD J. PATTEN EDWARD J. PATTEN, (Seal) A.D... one 3 

ecretary of State. Secretary o | and fifty-seven ifty-seven 
L.J.--Jan. 9, 16, 23 We ee acid :. nae £21.60 EDWARD J. PATTEN, EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
= Ltn EE. a eee Ae | ecretary of State Secretary of State 
¢ 93 $21.60 —Jan. 9. 16. 23 3 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY | L.J.—Ja 9, 16, 23 $21 | L J.—Jan. 9, 16, 23 $2 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE 7 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY : 
To all to whom these presents may come, sgn Bla whom these presents may come, {ENT OF STATE | DEPARTMENT OF STA i I 

Greeting greeting: — | > OF DISSOLUTION CATE OF DISSO ION 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, WHEREAS, It appeirs to my satisfaction these presents may come,| r oe er tage emg = edie cri oor to 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | 9 duly authenticated record of the proce . 
ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof; "8 for the voluntary dissolution thereof | 
1y the unanimous conseat of all the etock- | °F ¢ consent of all the stock 
wlders, deposited in my office that ‘ vt office that 

BROCEN, IN¢ SMI ria ‘TOR & EQUIPMENT CO. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal | 4 Corporat f tit n 
oftice is situated at No. 571 Broad Street ECE s 1ate 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, | owas y 
State of New Jersey (Loren Murchison, | *'!!? r 
being the agent therein and in charge New y 
thereof, upon whom process may be served), iment ere in charge ther 
has complied with the requirements of Title ‘! ym process may be served), has 
14, Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | ‘ wit rements of Title 14, 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | | °' s ’ Revised Statutes 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. rf preE nary the issuing 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | *f this Certificate of Dissolution. \ 

State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby NOW. THE REF ORE, I, the Secretary of f this t 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the Mtate of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby NOW, THE oRY 
Thirty-tirst day of December, 1957, file in rtify that said orporation did, on the the State w 
my office # duly executed and attested consent I t da ft Decen ss : file in that 56s COFT 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- ed and attested consent | TI ba Sa s 
poration, executed by all the stockholders dissolution of said cor- 1 xeent 
thereof, which said consent and the record by all the stockholders & to the diss 
of the proceedings aforesaid a@re now on file : id consent and the record / = 1 i 
in my said office as provided by law ee “pon afore er hy sar pelts file | tt . oR ee 

. ‘TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1; ® Tae Ce AS Drovers By eae. I I 

have hereto set my hand and af IN TF IMONY WHEREOF, 1 , . said AS | mt 

fixed my official seal, at Trenton ave ! to set my hand and af at ; STIMONY Wi IER F } 

this Thirty-first day of December fixed ficial seal, at Trenton 4 , : 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine bundred 2 s TI frst day f De + 7 i 
and fifty-seven. Seal) em thousand nine Sundsed # 1 Kt 

DW: eT) >a" IN an ty seven Seal) in Se nin be this 

Secretary of Siete. EDWARD J. PATTEN, and fifty-seven. Al 

LJ aa 9 16. 23 $21.60 Secretary of State. EDWARD J. PATTEN 
. J : » 16. 23 $21.60 eeretaruy of S 
DEPARTMENT OF STA’ ¥. 5 DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION sees Sete AALS OS a 
To ail to whom these presenta may come CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
Greet these presenta may come. 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed appears to my satisfaction 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereo‘ cord of the proceed 
hy the unanimous consent of all the stock jissolution thereof 
holders teposited ino mv offer that of all the stock 

THE H. A. WILSON COMPANY office that 
a corporation of this State. whose principa! 
ottive is situated at No. 2655 U.S. Route 2: 
in the Township of . of TI ; 
State rf New Huber. 
being the agent therein and in charge So: 
thereof, upon whom process may be served) rf 
has complied with the requirements of Title er and in 
14, Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes apon whom process may be 
f New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing mplied with the requirements of Title 14 
f this Certificate of Dissolution Yorpora s, General, of Revised Statutes 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary o* f New Jersey — nary to the issuing 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby wf this Certifi Dissol n 
vtify that the sald corporation did, on = Now THERE FORE I, the Secretary of 
Chirtieth ay f December, 1! file State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
my office a ¢ xecuted and attested consent ‘ortify that the said corporation did, on the 

writing to the dissolution of said cor- | 7 tv-first day of I t 1957, file in 
yration. executed by all the stockholders y office a duly exe ested consent 
thereof, which eaid consent and the recom n writing ¢t the of said cor- 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file wratio executed stockholdere 
n my said office as vrovided by law hereo which sa consent and the record 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file rl aretha ph 

have hereto set my hand and af no my said office as provided by law oe endl : + + 

fixed my offictal sea! at Trenton ESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 IN _ WH 

this Thirtieth day f to set my hand and af- hav F } 
(Seal) A.D,. one th vusand nit Meial seal, at Trenton xe 2 cane # 

fifty-seven tirst day December thie S 3 

EDW ARD J PATTEN Sea e thousand nine hundred < 4D ¢ ain vail 
= : oan ur oF State een nd fifty-seven = ¢ 
‘ van. 9, 10, =0 - EDWARD J. PATTEN, J. PATTEN 

-— Secretary State State 
ESSEX COUNTY COURT ; opel eee LJ » 16. 2 
LAW DIVISION ee ee ne a one Sa acer 
‘ivil : Dated: December 12, 1957 Dated: January 2 
STATE OF WILLIAM J. K. VANSTON “STATE OF OTTO EMI LOHRKE 
















to the omer of ADRIAN M 
infant by her Surrogate of the County of 
FLORENCE jay made, on the application of 
for leave to ass the name of d. E itors of said deceased 

» E LINDSAY hereby to the creditors o* 
TAKE NOTI that the undersi wi to to the subscribers 
apply to the Es sex Co . ’ or affirmation, their cl 
Court House, Newark, iemands against the estate of said 
22 day ef Js 195 within six months from this date, or they 
in the after will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
the name of recovering the same acainst the subecrihers 
FIORE? $ MARGARET V. BRAATZ 
infan r nat 1 guardis ROLAND M. HATCK 
FLORENCE BURNS LINDSAY CHARLES W MORGA 
RAFF, SHERMAN & SCHEIDER ISBORNE, CORNISH & SCHECK Semeeiibt 
744 Broad Street t nn e St t 
Newar k 2 New Jersey Newark 2 
Dec. 26. Jan. 2. 9. 16 $16.38 de 2. 9. 18 








the of ADRIAN M 
rrogate the Conntr of 
on the application of 
ened. Execntors of said deceased 
notice is hereby given to the creditore of 
said evthibit the subscrihere 
under affirmation. their claims and 
the estate of said deceased 
from thie date, ther 
harred from prosecuting or 
recorering same against the subserihers 
THE NATIONAL NEWARK & FSSFEX 
RANKING COMPANY OF NEWARK 


saints to 
IR.. Sn 


this day 


P 
FOLFY 
Fssex 


wer 

oy 
made 
nnders 


leceased. to to 
sath \ 

lemands against 
; monthe or 
forever 


the 








FrDALIA WHI LOARKE 
RICHARD HARDIF tLE, Att ers 
{73 Manlewonl Aven 
Men'ewnnd. NJ 
SS » 16, 23, 30, Feb. 6 
















ber 
FPWARD R 
STEIN & MeGLYNN 






M GLYNN 
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LEGAL NOTICES 
as SLATE UF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTirt CATE UF VISSULULIUN 
ne 1 2 to whom these presents 


dep paited in my vttice tha 
VEVELUYMENT 


this Stute, wh 














TESTIMONY 


2 have her 








It appears to my 
icateu record ui 

















STATE OF NEW JEKS 
DEPARTMENT UF SATE 


SSUL 


RiirictAib Ur Wi 


um these p 
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=" 4 a 23 
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2 0 um I er 
ny 
t it apy 5 
4 at 
rt . 5 f 
sHt SLUORE OF 
IN¢ 
e 5 Sta 
‘ " 
= ( 
iL» 
r 
, bora 
t 
&: 
all 
a 
. 
brs 
$2 
soi - 
; dated: D 
aN ’ T ALICE 





t und 





eCea Bed 





oo! 22 
\ 


> aft? ~ be 





‘he same against the 


ring + 
BR 


Attorney 





to the order of ADRIAN M 
4 urrogate of the County of 
this ay made, on the application of 
ereigned, Executor of said deceased, 
‘s hereby given to the creditors of 
: ‘ to exhibit to the subscriber 
ae minde °° affirmation, their claims and 
y against the estate of sald deceased. 
“ix months from this date, or they 
‘orever barred from prosecuting or 










aif vARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
T 


23, 30. Feb. 6 


LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


att if whom these presents may come, 


Greeti 
i 


WHE El E AS 





to my satisfacti 
-ord he r 





of the proce 


office that 


THE WRIGHT STORE OF MANASQUAN 
IN 








’ ¢ 3 £2 
STATE UF NEW JERSE) 
LPARTMENT OF STATI 
1 ICATE UF DISSULULION 
e ; exe | ent 
i As, It ap 5 s 
4 j i 















































rlil OKE Ut UNION IN 
N ( ‘ a r 7 
‘ 550% 
vew 5 Geurge 1 Sac 
“ t s 1 
4 lot st st te 
W, THER Secretary 
e St x H 
Dece 57 
B s kL rs 
a5 a4 es Ww 
\ TESTIMONY Wilik} YO 
a) PAI 
r'M iF STA 
‘ SSO) T 
P ha 
$ 
of Diss 
I Fou Ss t 
vew R He 
STIMO i} o 
; ) I 
Ss OF NEW JERSEY 
MI OF STAT 
( I ra MSSOLT ION 
( S WINDOW I r 
co 
t N ¢ ok 
N r. ( f <s 
Jers ‘ Ha 
% rs r r t t S 
HI Secretar 
es rsey, Do Here 
‘ T MON WHE 0 
¥ ca - t Tr 
rs } f De 
¢ = rar S 
u ‘ 
4g $21.6 
30. 1957 
E SAMSON. de- 
rsuant t he order of ADRIAN M 
EY, JR of the ounty of 
. the application of 


trator of said deceas- 
to the creditors of 
to the subscriber 
tion, their claims and 
i the estate of said deceased, 
six months from this date, or they 
> from prosecuting or 


vering the same agai inst the subscriber. 
R 


HIN A. PATRICK 
N A. PATRICK, JR.. Att 








JERSEY 





ssolution thereof 
all the stock- 





e that | 
ORTSWEAR | “THE ENSLI 

































































creditors of | ed. notice is hereby given to the creditors of | 
snbseriber | said deceased. to exhibit to the subscriber 
sime and onder oath or affirmation, their claims and 
deceased. | temands against the estate of said deceased 





uting or| will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
baeriber. | -ecovering the same aga@inet the subscriber. 














STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


| LEGAL NOTICES 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


LUTION | CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


may come, | To all to whom these presents may come. 
Greeting: 


satisfaction, | WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | 
the proceed- | by duiy autheiticated record of the proceed- 
tion thereof | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 


the stock- | by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
E FIREPROOF STORAGE 
w#£& VAN €O.” 
principal | a corporation of tis. State, whose principal 
Third | office is situated at No. 78 Elm Street, 











ounty 0 in the Town of Morristown, County of Mor- 
> Vargish,| ris, State of New Jersey (Elden Mills, 
thereot being the agent therein and in charge there¢ 

i), bas | upon whom process may be se 
|} complied with the requigements of Title f4 











of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
retary of | NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary o1 
Do Hereby | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Her reby 
i the | Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
in | Thirty-tirst day of December, 1957, file in 





tested consent | my otfice a duly executed and attested consent 


cor- | in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 


poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
w in my said office “a provided by law 
g ] IN TI MONY WHEREOF, 1 





have ues t my hand and af 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 



































ee r this Thirty-tirst day of December 
I ed Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-seven 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State 
$21.60 | L.J Jan. 9, 16, 23 S21.6 
STATE OF NEW JERSE) 
EY DEPARTMENT OF STATI 
It CER Lidh ATE OF DISSOLUTION 
LION Tu all to om these presents may come 
y I Greeting 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly lent ted record of the proceed 
d nes for intary disso ition thereof 
by the is consent of a e stock 
ck olders, deposited in my office that 
WILSOND REALTY CO., INC 
i corporation of this State, whose principa 
ul flice is situated at No. 400 38th Street, 
’. > ‘ity of Union City, County of Hudson 
u of N J (Samuel M skow itz 
: é and in charge t! ( 
ye thereof J whom process may be serve dd). 
has |} ith the requirements of T 
Titl l4 Corporations General, of Stat 
Statutes | of New —— preliminary t« ssuing 
ss x f this ¢ if > of Dissoluti 
NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary « 
tary the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Hereby that th said corporat n did, on the 
on the I 195 f 








E DW AnD J. PATTEN 
of St 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATI 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

om these present may cor 
Greeting 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfact 








‘ SOW THEREFORE ‘I, the Secretar 


State of the State of New Jersey, Do Heret 




















“4, 
heats 


I ) ATE 
ERTIFICAT OF DISSOLUTION 
all $0. whom these preaenta may come 
‘ireetin 
v NERF AS, It appears to my satisfaction 
y duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
hy the unanimous consent of all the stock 
iniders, denosited in my office that 
382-386 PARK AVI INC 
¢ ieiti 








State of New . s man Friedmar 

eing the agent therein and in charge thereof 

Pla non whon process may be served). hag 

Essex woriied with the requirementa of Title 14 

I verorations. Genera of Revised Statutes 

¢ New Jersey. nreliminary to the issuing 
has f thie Certificate of Dissolution 

‘14 NOW THEREFORE. I. the Secretary of 

: the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 

that the said corporation did. on the 

first y of I 1957, fil I 









ited and attysted con 
the dissolution of said 
d by all the stockholders 
consent and the record 








in ? the proceedi ngs aforesaid are now on file 
nt " my¥ 8a . aa nrovided hy law 
cor IN TESTIMONY WHFEREOF. 1 
rs have hereto set my hand and af 
ficed mv official seal, at Trenton 
file this T day of December 
Seal) A.D is nine hundred 
and fift 
" EDW ‘RD = PATTEN, 
. Secretary of State. 








Dated ary 6. 195 

ESTATE OF NICHOLAS YA voRs KT. als 

known as NICHOLAS YAVORSKI MAR 

291.60 TECH, NICKOLAI JAWORSKI MAR 

TECH, NICHOLAS MARTE Cc H NICK 

eee YAWORSKY, MIKE MAR’ H ‘K 

‘ YAWORSKI NICHOLAS Y 
and NICHOLAS Y. MARTECH. deceased 

Pursnant to the order of ADRIAN M 

FOLEY. JR.. Surrogate of the County of 





the undersigned. Administrator of said deceas 


or they | within six months from this*date, or they 


TION MYKOLA JAWORSKY 
WILLIAM GURAL, Attorney 
erty Avenue 





Jan. 9. 16, 23. 30, Feb. 6 


| Newark, New 


ved), has | 


Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | 
}of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | 











Phirty-tirst day 
my offive a duly executed and attested con 
sent in writing to the dissolution of said cor 
| poration, executed by all the stockhuidere 
thereof, which said consent and the record 








Easex, this day made, on the application of | ir 





(Seal) A.D one thousand nine 


fAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will 

apply to the Essex County Court on the 
zytu day of January, 1958, at 2 o'clock in 
lhe alternven, at the Court House, in the 
City of Newark, County of Essex and State 
vit New Jersey, for a judgment authorizing 
them to assume the name of John Dotoa 
und Lena Dotola. 

John Dolor 

Lena Dolor 
Schanerman & Schanerman, Esqs 
24 Branford 


Altorneys for 
a. Jan. 2, 








aL Alb Ub NEW JERSEY 
VbeVAKIMENA UF STATE 
Cowbipit Alb UF UVISSULUTION 
vu utt bu Whom these presents may cume, 
Greeting: 
WHERE 





S, lt appears to my satisfaction. 
ueplticated recurd of Lhe proceeu- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution there. 
oy the unanimous cousent of wil the stua- 
aviders, deposited in my office that 
MAC DONALD SPORTSWEAR 
CORPORATION 
i corporation of this State, whose principal 
ottive is situated at No. o¥L Summit Avenue 
in the City of Jersey City, County of Hud 
) State of New Jersey (Jacob Fried 
land, beine the agent therein and in charge 
thereof, upon whom process may be served), 
has complied with the requirements of Title 
14, Corporations, General, of Revised Stat- 
utes of New Jersey, preliminary to the issu- 
ing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NUW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of 








| State of the State of New Jersey, Vo Hereby 
| Certify that the said corporation did, on tae 


Thirty-tirst day of December, 1957, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cur- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 


| thereof, which said consent and the record 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on Lie 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and ai 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Thirty-first day of December 
(Seal) A.U., one thousand nine bundred 
and tifty-seven. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 


L.J.—Jan. 9, 16, 23 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
VEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERIFICATE UF DISSOLUTION 
lo dis tu whom these presenta may cume, 

Greeting 
WHEKEAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 


| by duly authenticated record of the proceeu 
j.ugs ior tue Voluntary dissulution therevf 
|; by the unanimous consent of ail the stoca 
holders, deposited in my office that 


SETON COURT IN4« 


ration of this State, whose principa 


lated at West South Orange 
n the Vi South Orang 
Es New Jersey 


the agent therein 
whom proce 
plied with the 
orporations, Gen 
of New Jers 
f this Certifica 








NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 


| State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 





ertify that the pate corporation did, on tue 
Jecember 1957, file in 


¢ 


sf the proceedings aforesaid are now on fie 


n my said office as provided by law 
IN Tr STIMONY WHEREOF, i 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my Lic al seal, at Trenton 
tik in ty-! aay o I ¢ emi 
Seal) A.DV., one (hone sand nine hundred 
aud fifty-seven 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
secretary of State 


Si Alb OF NEW JERSEY 
IEPARTMENT OF STATE 

oar at ATE OF DISSOLUTION 
all to chom these presents may come 


WHEREAS, It appears to 


ated record 





the proceed 


thereof 





n my office that 
GARME NYT ING 











rat th : 
tt sit ted at ( Str 
the ¢ B e, ¢ Esse 
State New Jerse He in Hollaende 
ind charge thereof 
nay be served) ! 


ements of Title 14 
Revised Statute 
e i 











i ) . provi led ¥ ¥ 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOP, 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my official seal, at T 
this Thirty-f 





and fifty-seven 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State 
J Ja 9. 16 4 £21 60 
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seated 


Page Fourteen NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, JANUARY 16, 1958 81 N. J. L. J. Index Page 42 

















Qo 
— 
| 





























































































































































































































































































































! 
LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES 
| 
Dated: December 12, 1957 STATE OF NEW JERSEY E OF NEW JERSEY | STATE OF NEW JERSEY | STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
RSTATE OF ROBE L STYDOCKER, de DEVARTMENT OF STATE ” TMENT OF STATE | DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
ceased | CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION ' 4IFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION sa 
Pursuant to the order of ADKIAN | to all to whom these presents may come To pl to whom these presents may come | To all to whom these presents may come,| To all to whom these presents may come 
FOLEY Jit Surrogate of the County ‘oi fiveeting Greeting | tacnn, 
Kesex, this day made, on the application of WHEREAS, It appears s WHER! I satisfacti to my satisfaction s 
the undersigned, Executor of said deceased, | by duly authenticated record t t jt -d record of the —— - S$ 
potice is hereby given to the creditors of | ing for the voluntary t | thereof | ntary dissolution ’ TY 
sald deceased, to exhibit to the subseriber | by the unanimous consent of a | f k- 
inde w affirmation, their claims and | hole | t . 
dem ist the estate of sald deceased, | SO . 
Within «ix months from this dat, or they | a | , f g 
i be forever barred from prosecuting of | ft ‘ ‘ = 
recovering the same against the subscriber i x 
DAVID BOBKEK | t : 
DAVID BOBKER, Attorney f i . 
16 Street b € a8 
t ¢ ¥ J j Pi 
J ’ 19, 26, Jan. 2, 9, It of ‘ t ( - 
‘ = 
4TATE OF NEW JERSEY of this Certificate of Dissolutior NOW THEREFOR! 7 
DEVARTMENT OF STATE THEREFORE cretary of | State : State : if “ 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION State of the State of New Hereby aid ¢ Do Hereb 
To all to whom these presenta may come, |) (ortify that the sald ¢ ‘ the 1 ID the = 
jreetiny Pwenty-third day of Dec ft execut in * 
WHEREAS, It appeara to my satisfaction y executed and g 2 = 
duly authenticated record of the proceed the dissolut t x ted % - 
ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof |) yyrut) cuted t "| t 1 | 
by the unanimous consent of al] the stock thereof ‘ nsent ling af | m . 
solders, deposited in my office that lof the p esa ff s pr f the proce afor id a 
MARAMALDL BEVERAGES a eae a , I I IMON | in my said as provided 
orporation of this State, whose principal IN TESTIMONY ion Or have hereto s | IN TIMONY mi 
, ‘ ituated at No. S11 Madison Street, | have hereto set my | ind and af f a ff | have >» 7 
i the City « Hoboken, County of Hudson, | fixed my official al at’ Trenton t [wenty-t December 
tate of New Jersey (Anthony J. Maramaldi, | this Twenty-third day of December Seu A.J) e tl hundred 2 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. | (seal) A.D one. thousat 1 nine hundred nd fifty-seven Seal) id n ever ~ 
upon whom process may be served), has | and fifty-seven KI ARD J. jred and fifty-seven. I PATTEN . 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, | EDWARD J. PATTEN tury of | EDWARD J PATTEN, Secretary of State 
Corporations, General, of HKevised Statutes | Secretary of State oe Jan. 2, 9, 16 $21.60 | Secre State ee Jan. 9, 16 $216 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the tssuing|) j Jan. 2. 9, 16 $21.60 : ’ eT ewes | LJ Jan. 9 60 S 
of thin Certifieate of Disscdution ke | dies ees 
NOW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of STATE OF NEW JERSEY s ) NEW JER: STATE OF NEW JERSEY | EW JERSEY . 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STAT! : | DEPARTMENT OF STATE POF STATE — 
Certify that the sald corporation did, on the | CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Cl R TIFICATE OF DISSOL UTION | CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | OF DISSOLUTION 
Phietieth day of December, 1957, Me in} vy ail to whom these presents may come, To all » whom these presents may com | 7, gil to whom these presents may come presents may ¢ 
my office a duly executed and attested consent Greeting ‘ Pe PnP | Greeting | ' 
in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction atisiaction, | WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. ; 
poration, executed by all the stockholders |), guiy authenticated record of the proceed- ' proceed- | y og tic record of the proceed- | > pr 
thereof, which sald consent and the record) inv. for the untary§ dissolutio f ‘ thereof ir vo tary dissolution thereof Sih Se rs ats e : = 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on fle] yy the unanimous consent of all the stock- | %) .06 ted I : ffi tha wisi |. us consent of ail the stock- | | ay hg era 
to my suid office as provided by law olders, deposited in my office that holders, depo in my e . holders, d ted in my office that me Sigg nce twat 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1| " ss i PSHE HILLS ESTATI ZEE TRE CKING ¢ Regge ANY ; 'v AL LEY VIEW, INC. 4;., DOX COMPANY 
have hereto set my hand and af-| 4 corporation of this State, whose principal ea etion OF : thi wget > wnose principal this State, whose princi | 10 ni 
my oMetal seal, at Trenton, | otice is tuated at No. 42 Fairview Terrace ox ; get 2 4 : Street, uated at No. 301 Mai ! 
Vhirtleth day of December a the ough of Paramus, County of Ber- | im the : r wn of M Ce of Mor- of Oran County of | 
(Seal) one thousand alne hundred) o., state of New rsey (Norma Wagner, | : s =) ite (Morris Cohen, State of New Je rse (Philip Sing2r, | , 
and fifty-seven being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | otis ; Bi thereof, being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | | 
KPWAKD J. PATTEN, pon whom process may be served) has : n wi ; 1A) J ol Tt pe 4 upon whom process may be served), has r] 
iveretary of State complied with the requir tle 34, ee ues tog | ComPlied with the requirements of Title 14. ! ; . 
IJ Jan. 9, 16, 25 $21.60] Corporations, General Statutes |e Vow Jor acm sh Corporations General, of Revised Statutes | , <r - 
lof New J y, prelimins semnits rf baie er re issuing of ee eee ~~ y to the issuing | °, this ae er "Di i f 
i ada —— . — lof this Certificate of Dissolution ie . ; the Gioerataty ofl — this Cert icate of | Jissolution. | “NOV 2 >FORE an Mieweniiee Maplewood 
4h elgg NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of | ¢ NOW: THER oe ORE tH. I, the Secretary of | NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | crate nf Re eo he Sean, be 
. aT OF re State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby aie ‘ 7 see Meer ds eres | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereb. | 7 that the said corporatior ssp 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Certify that the sald corporation did, on the d ‘ ) ROrason did, on the Certify that the said corporation did, on the | ya Bioage ay i _ t oe Es ‘ 
To all to whom these presents may come | twenty-fourth day of Pecemives 957 Boe gnne gpd Lar ther Twenty-seventh day of December, 1957, file in| alone ox: ie one ie atte t S 
Greeting my office ily executed and attest | i eee “ rae ‘d : my office ily executed and attested consent} i” writing to the separ i} 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction | jy writing to the dissolution of BS scape caters ae foe” |e the dissolution of said cor- cation. exeeutn iT 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed | ioration, executed by all the | roots ae = = poration, executed by the stockholders | phon coe  whict 7 ; 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | tyyrect, which said consent and ieee igen x esas the ich said consent and the record | (6 ane ‘pr, ; oe 
by the unanimous consent of all the stoe® | oe tie proceedings af ure |i ae red on mle! of ings aforesaid are now on file| ;. ny ata otic . 
holders, deposited tn my office that in my said office as provided by 1 WHEREOF, y| in my said office as provided by law. ee “IN : , TIMONY b 20 
VALLEY COMPANY IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF 1] ; z At at IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I hace Nees ect sbice ' 
1 corporation of this State, whose principal | have hereto set my hand a of. i have “hereto act t my hand and af have hereto set my hand and af- a : lereto set : ee 
Mice is eitunted at No. 744 Broad Street, Axed my “lal seal | fixed my wary memes Pore ee fixed my official sea#l, at Trenton, oe “Tb s, de 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, this Twenty-fourth day oe de [Twenty-third day OL ro seca this Twenty-seventh day of Decem- ee ae SSE 
state of ‘wo Jersey (J. TL Thayer meee (Seal) Lp ik LERARASRA Silk ‘ | (Seal) = - Pn agat nine hundres (Seal) ber, A.D., one thousand nine hun-| al aaa a n 
belng the agent therein avd in charge thereo ds fiftv-seven | Sy ACWIvEr A dred and fifty-seven | . a cor ati 
nein whom process may be served), hae t ne AR D J ; PATTEN, EDW AR D J a! ATTEN, EDWARD J. PATTEN EDWAR D J of s sit 
complied with the requirements of Mtle 14, Secratare of State | : ‘ sea ba ry 90 State. 21.60 Secretaru of State. On ee me - i City 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes |); yan 2. 9, 16 $21.60 | &-J-—Jan. 2. 9, 16 $21.60 | 1 3 Jan. 9, 16, 23 $21.60 | an. 9, 25 - Rate ‘ 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the fasuing | é _|— — ee —— being ag 
of this Certificate of Dissolution } é : e | am mit s STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY t whom 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of STATE OF NEW JERSEY waar eae nat aes DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE t wi 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | DEPARTMENT OF STATI ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION f ns 
Certify that the sald corporation did, on the | CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION , to aohom these presents may come | To all to whom these presenta may come,| 7° all to whom these presents may com §8 Jer 
wenty-sivth day of December, 1957, fle in| To all to whom these presents may come, | * ete rd + = | Greeting | Greeting 6 s Cert 
my office a duly executed and attested consent Greeting: | It rs to my satisfaction, | WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. WHEREAS, It to my satisfacti ¥, TH 
iu writing to the dissolution of sald cor WHEREAS, It appears to my sé a See Tae t rS ce roceed. | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | by duly au thenti« ord of the yi Brats the 
poration, executed by all the sto kholdere | by duly authenticated Te ord t volur tary d naniat on Sehecant | for the vo ary dissolution thereof | /nss for tt volunta lissolution ere c : sat 
thereof, which sald consent and the record ws for the 1 diss u Rens sre acai sor afl the wine ee | by the unanimovs nsent of the stock- } f all the stock? «th 
f the proceedings aforesald are now on file | by oe unan ue hy consent me + ss ’ ited: in 0 aires ee ae elec | holders, deposited in my fice that 4 fice a di 
sald offlee as provided by law holders posited In my office t 11 nOD COAT, | ANY | rs TRESS POR ves writing { 
omy ald Seereuant WHEREOR, 1 | ORC HARD HILLS. IMPROVEMENT CO GLENWOOD COAL COMPANY | HUI Me MATTRI 88 | ; R 
have hereto set my hand and af INC Jn = incall ae’ o-Ps an Gler choke rene row | & wh 
ficed omy offlelal seal, af Trenton wration of f 3 ' y y t E “St Col nty of E aa ssere@ th ° 
this ‘Twenty sixth day of December s situated at be Spice P Danman Puanene. | . & wy sa 
(Sent) A 1, one thousand nine hundred and Borough o . mb aa “rae charge : th LNs rw | Deermber 3] 
fifty seven ate of New a ~ erein and in charge ereof, | b IN 
EDWARD Jo PATTEN, the agent the ws I ave 
iJ jan. 2, , 16 $21.60 | upon whom proce Racncn’ Cc tixed 
J complied with the 5 this 
,e s, Gen ew f this if Intio this 4 ) j { AD 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY j Jersey YOW yow THEREFORE I. the Secretary of Now THEREFORE, I *y and 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE Certifleate of Di ‘ the State of New Jersey Do Hereby | State of the State of New Jersey, D re EDW 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION THEREFORE, 1 St : 3 the said . n on the i I t r 
all to whom these presents may come State of the State of New J Cert : t sa - file in - AL Ja 
Cirectin : } Certify that the said ¢ ninigoe™ y ted consent o_—— 
WILEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction Twenty-third day of De : said cor- 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed mv offlee xecuted wr as t . ston at a. ders 
ny for the voluntary dissolution thereof in wr the disse wrat t OCR DOMEEs G 
hy the unanimous consent of wll the stock- | poration ted by t x“ jaaaper As t senake zs a are now on 
hile deposited ino my office that there which said conse e vy said off as pr ed br law 
SQUIRE HOLDING CO f roceedings aforesaid now on f y IN TESTI MONY WHEREOF 
1 corporation of Chis) State whose princi 1 do offlee as prov wv law . Pe . my hand 4 
tice is situuted at No. 17 West 25 Stre IN rES bE ven WHER! EF I seg! = 
n the City of Bayonn County of Hudson, have hereto n 1 af at : 
tule oft New Jersey (Joseph Gordon fixed my ft l ton s s 1sa7 
belne the avent therein and in charge thereof, this Twenty-thi ber Sea or , 
pen Whom process may be served) has Sea AD me the n } - PATTI oa 7 
m ad the requiren ts of Title 14 ul fiftw-sever eate 2 1 
‘ porat General of evised Statutes | EDN AR Pp J OP ATTEN = . = = ‘Garr $91 60] L.J Ja " R93 2 
tf New sey preliminary to the tssuing t »’ Stat 5 oe ore call . 8 < 
{ ‘ 7 { ‘ ‘ } > % 18 $21 ; aye ~ + ah wa — > - th 7 
NOW entiticate ont 1 the Secretary « bi ee a a = < ; 4s STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY eB, 
mo) cee arate of Mow deceey. De Hisveby seg TRPER eghEPARTMENT OF STATE, | FPARTMENT OF STA on | 
see? : ne  ammmnsatton dia, on ithe STATE OF NEW JERSEY CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION F RTI FI CATE OF DISSOLUTION . iy 
te y that ua = Bm . wl DEPARTMENT OF STATE To to whom these presents may come,| T ym these presenta may Cot tion 
sab yids le: ed ese oy gs Peis piesa CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUT ichom se cephue’ Greeting : erry , 
y offtve at duly executed ane attested peas » all to whom these pre may come, ) WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, as (¢ 
writing te the lissolt ton t or a y = WHEREAS appears to my s ction, | by duly authenticated record of the proc W vt 
oration, executed Dy all Ene Bt ene ony |, WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | by duly autt rted recon of the proceed-| ings for the ¥ y dissolution thereof St 
: heanitioa vig dP dacand-y en ate tebe oasis iu tie 2s the voluntary dissolution thereof | by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
t roceedings aforesaid a wioon tle z @ “aes a4 . 
s sent a le stock rolders, denosited {n my office that 
‘ vid offlee as provided) by iw MILLBI INN INC 
IN ed MIMONY With K thOF 1 IN ‘ a ? thi fe) whnee x 
, . - Dated at i se i ‘itice is situa at ~N 5 Old Sh 
nis ‘Thirtleth day “Decen tt ner Avenue, | Road, in the Township of Millb 
Ss A 1 one tl sand ndred °? Essex tE } J 
EDWARD J. PATTEN rge thereot thereof. apo ‘ pr msy hy served), 
* R rrel has | has rements of Title 
. } SY?) GO f Title 14,/14 © General. of Revised Statutes 
risad Statutes | of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
, f Dissolution 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY ORE. I. the Secretary of 
PEPARTMENT OF STATI New Jersey a Hereby 
ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION St t on the 
whom these presents may com I et ay r 7, file in 
re , bey my office a ¥ attested consent 
WILEREAS, Lt appears vy satisfactio y n writing t ion of said cor- 
v duly henticated record t proceed ratio ex the stockholders 
gs the voluntary disselution thereof " " therent, which and the record 
v the tuimous consent of all the stock yrat xeeuted by a the stockholders | tt yf the proceed are now on file 
a denorited tt there which said sent and the re | o my fice as provided by law 
wo REAL » proceedings aforesaid ar w oon i t Aw WHEREOF 
: this State, whose ny said office vided IN WHEREOF, 1 
t . ited at N 151 Ra td IN ha hereto set my hand and af 
it \ Jersey City, County of Hundson have ved ul eal. a 
Ss New Jersey toward al fixed Meial eal Hy Trenton s ‘ ty r dary ¢ 1 
x the agent therein and in charge thoreot this Twenty-fourth day December . A.D thousand 
whom process may be served), Ras Sea A.D ye thousand t ! ty v 
twit he reouire ts of Title 14 ud tV-sever WARI PATTEN 
' . a ‘ral of Revis al St atutes EDW ARD J x AT rT N s 
New sey ary to the issuing Seeretar Sta J J - 9 $21.60 
his ¢ . : bee 2 9 16 $21 eee. 
Now Fut l 
Sta t New uber 13, 19587 ‘ > mber 9. 1957 
7 at sald co . y ESTA OF 1 lt teceased ESTAT! k ASSUNTA MISCIA leceased 
sevent uy » file in Purenant fo the onter of ADRIAN MW Purauant to the order of ADRIAN M 
t r duly ex ta msent | SOLEY JR. Surrogate of the Connty of | F the County of 
w x to th liss tio vf satd cor Waser. thie day made on the anplicetion of | © the application of 
a t ted by all th stockholders | the onderstgnad) Ewecutrix of aald deceased | f of sald deceased, 
- which sak went and the recon | netice fa hereby given to the cratitors ef | 0 the creditors of 
e weatings aforesaid are now on file | *e!4 deceased. fo exhibit to the anhecriber feceased, to exhibit to the subecriber 
vy sa t v “it by law onder oath or affirmation. thetr claime ant sath or affirmation, their claime and 
IN rES TIMONY WHERE OF } | tomands against the eatate of aald deceweat i i th tate of said deceased 
bay hereto set my hand within alx montha from thie date. or they within s date, or they 
TKN ny MHelal seal at il] be forever barnald from prosecuting or b »rosecuting ~ 
s Tw vosey th dav <« l n eexcovertne the eame egetmat the enhecrther recover the subseriber 
S ub housand nine } DORA PRESTTP ROTHSCHILD R ‘ES ROSAMILIA 
tread and y-seven ROTHSCHILD & ROTHSCHILD, Attorneys | ROCCO yrney 
FDWARD J PATTEN T44 Reroad Street am Q 
8 etarw of State Newark 2. NJ Newa Ne t 
8 > eo1 aor De 19 28 Jan 2 @ 18 } » ’ , > 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
/EPARTMENT OF STATI 
PIFICATE OF DISSOLU TION 
whom these presents may come 
It appears to my satisfacti 
*nticated record of the 
the voluntary dissolution ther 
nanimous consent of all the stock 
wesited in my office that 
FINANCE & FACTORS 
CORPORATION 
f this State, whose principa 
at No. 1060 Broad Street, 
the ¢ Newark, County of Essex 
tate ‘Nev Jersey (Samuel Poleshuck 
gt agent therein and in charge thereo 
whom process may be served), has 
with the requirements of Title 14 
eral, of Revised Statutes 
ew Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
s Certificate of Dissolution. 
W, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
the State of New Jers: Do Herel 
at the said corporati id, on the 






roceed 




















1¢ 





day of December, 1957, file in 
4 y executed and attested c onsent 
wr g to the dissolution of said 


ited by al! the stockhol 

and the re 
now on 
law, effective 





hand 





d fi cor, 
DWARD J. PATTEN, 


retary of State 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
SPARTMENT OF STATE 
IFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
whom these presents may come, 





AS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
ticated record of the proceed- 
voluntary dissolution thereof 
nimous consent of all the stock- 














. posited in my office that 
G ARPIN COMPANY 
rpor 1 of this State, whose principa 
88 ited at No. 340 Mountain Av 
I gh of North Caldwell, Co of 
State of New Jersey (L. G. Arpin, Sr 





agent therein and in charge 
on whom procesa may be served) 
with the requirements of Title 
, General, of Revised Statutes 
preliminary to the iseuing 
i of Dissolution. 
‘ EREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
hate of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
th the sai d corporation did, on the 
St day f yecember, 1957, file 
a duly executed and attested consent 
x to the dissolution of said cor- 
ecuted by all the stockholders 
. bh s#id consent and the record 
== preeedings aforesaid are now on file 
“) sa.d office as provided by law. 
TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
ave hereto set my hand and af- 
my official seal, at Trenton 
Thirty-first day of Dece , 
one thousand nine 


-seven 
J. PATTEN 


of State. 

























: OF NEW JERS 









Si EY 
TMENT OF STATE 
4 OF DISSOLUTION 
2 m these presents may come 


‘. It appears to my satisfaction 
auclenticated record of the proceed- 
notary dissolution thereof 
of all the stock- 
office that 
CO.. INC. 








: : 1 Fy bas 
“aati FAs th equirements of Title 14 

r Revised Statutes 
; ‘ i ag to the issuing 
FORE, I, the Se retary of 
e of New Jersey. Io Hereby 
avid corporation ee on the 


f December 
















ss een executed ’ anes “con 
Mating ne to the ssolntion of said 
a te! ecnted by all the stockholders 
ats Said consent and the record 
zy ‘aid “ngs aforesaid are now on file 
tT; “ice as provided by law 
.. TESTIMONY WHFEREOF, 1 
se, hereto set my hand and af 
«mY official seal, at Trenton 
rape lirty-first day ‘of Dec b 





thousand nine hundred 





a Ofty-seren 
SUWARD J. PATTEN. 
*tory of State. 


_ £21.60 


these presents may come, 


appears to my satisfaction. 
re ord of the proc eed 











upon whom process 


, Corporations, G 





















the agent thereir 


} complied with the re r 
14, Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 








| of the proceedings aforesaid are 
said office as provided 















































STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 





for the voluntary dissolution thereot 


unanimous consent of all the stock 


deposited in my ffice that 
tENEE I ; | 


corpora i tat whose principal 
te at 744 Broad Street, 

( t f Essex, 

Neibart, be- 


rrge thereof 
be served, 


has complied with the requirements of Title 
f Revised Statutes | 









get sey. i y t the issuing | 
rtinea ’ ssolution | 
THE R EFOKE he Secretary o! 


f the State « New Jersey. Do Hereby | 


ones the said corporat lid on the 


“seventh day . file in 
thie ea ‘duly executed and attested consent 





said cor 





4 8 J 
i and fifty 
EW ARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State j 
Jan. 9, 16, 23 $21.60 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
AKTMENT OF STATE 





DE 
CERTIFIC ATE OF DISSOLUTION 


to whom these presents may come 


Orcating 
WHEREAS, 





d of the proceed 








for the voluntary 8¢ on =«thereof 

unanimous consent of a the stock- 
deposited in my office that 

DEREMER REA y €o 

‘orporation of this Stat whose incipal 

is situated at No. 7 t t, in 

sjorough of Garw t f Union, 

f New Jersey \ ‘ Deremer, 





upon whom pro 





ay be served), 





Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
Certificate of Dissolution 


THEREFORE, I, the Secretary ol 
f the State of New Je 
Certify that the said corporation did, on = 
Thirtieth day of December | 
a duly executed and attested e lth + 
writing to the dissolution of said } 


Do Hereby 





executed by a stockholders 


which ea#id consent and 





IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Thirtieth 4d December, 
A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-seven 

EDWARD J PATTEN 

Secretary of State 


Jan. 9, 16, 23 $21 sie L.J 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 





CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
to whom theae presenta may come 
Greeting 
WHEREAS, It appeara to my satisfaction, | 
»y duly authenticated record of the proceed 


the voluntary diss tion thereof 


unanimous consent of a the etock 


deposited in my office that 





POMPTON BEAUTY SALO IN¢ 
tet pal 
«+ e Ave 
£ there 
Ger 
THEREFORE, I, t jecretary of 
f the State of New Jersey » Hereby 
t the said ration on the 





proceedings aforesald are now on file 
said office as provided by law 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my band and af- 


fixed my official sea at Trenton 
this Thir ¢ 
A.D., one 
fifty-seven 

EDWARD J. PATI 
Secretary of S&tate 








THER} FORE 

















rsigned, Execu 




















f the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
that the 1 corner 1 on the 
writing to the diss f said 
on. executed bry a - kholdere 
whic said consent record 
ceedings aforesaid on file 
ffi - rov aw 
IN TESTIMONY EOF ] 
lave ereto set my A and af 
fixed my official sea at Trenton 
Thir t 
A.D ne thousa 1 and 
fifty-seven 
EDWARD J. PAT 
Secretary nt Sta 
9 ‘ 9 0 
Dated 7 
> OF SAMUEL eceased 
ant to the order of RIAN M. 





ity of 
n of 
x < eased 


JR., Surrogate of t 
is day made, on the app 











hereby given to the editors of 


deceased, to exhibit to the subseriber 
math or affirmation, their claims and 


against the estate of deceased, 
six months from this or they 
forever barred from ting or 





recovering the same - inst the subscriber 


REBECCA NELS 


SHOENHOLZ & SHOE NHOLZ, Attorneys 


k Place 
2, N. 7 
19. 26. Jan. 2, 9 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


WHEREAS, If appears to my satisfaction, 
duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ae dissolution 





State of New Jer 
zg the agent therein and in charge 


F4 











agent therein and in charge thereof 






State of New Jersey, 
the sa#id corporation did, 
A Ox? 


i Bt ckholdere 
sent and the recore 
sa now on fil 


| 








2 OF NEW JERSEY 





Zz 
=e 


4 presents may come, 
It appears to my satisfaction, 


duly authenticated reco It appears to my satisfaction, 


duly authenticated record of the proceed- 


1007 Springfie ld Ave- 


in charge : 
i therein and in charge 





of Title 
ae the requirements of Title 14, 





» State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
» said corporation did, 


a duly executed and attested consent 
dissolution of said cor- 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
»aid office as provided by 
set my hand and ef- 








STATE UF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEKEAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
authenticated record of the proceed- 


the voluntary dissolution thereof 


unanimous consent of all the etock 

deposited in my office that 

LORAC REALTY ©@O., INC. 

corporation of this State, whose principal 
i 5 





iated at No 


Bloomfield Ave 
) ¢ 


aldwell, County of 
sey (John H. Gross 


e Borough 





upon whom process may be served) 

ed with the requirements of Title 

tions, General, of Revised Statutes 

rsey prel minary to the issuing 
ate of Dissolution 


rik, REFORE, 1, the Secretary of 
the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
that the said curporation did, on the 


lay of December, 1957, file in 


a duly executed and attested consent 


tou the dissolution of sald cor 
executed by all the stockholders 


which said consent and the record 
» proceedings aforesaid are now on fe 
suid office as provided by law. 
IN PESLIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
huve hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my vtficia: seal, at Trenton, 
this Thirtieth day of December, 
A.D., one thousand nine hundred and 
nfty-seven. 
LPWARKD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 


9. 16, 2 x uo 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


ATE OF FILING OF CONSENT 


STOCKHOLDERS TO DISSOLUTION 


whom these presents may come, 


WHEREAS, it appears to my satisfaction, 
authenticated record of the proceed- 


the voluntary dissolution thereof 
in my officv, that the 
VALVE CORPORATION 


corporation of this State, whose principal 
is situated at No. 47 Washburn Placer, 


orough of C 


idwell, County of Essex 
New Jersey (Philip M Brown. 





being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
whom process may be served), has 
with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of the Revised Stat- 
preliminary to the issuing of thie 


that such consent has been filed. 


THEREFORE, I, EDWARD J. PAT- 
Secretary of State of the State of 
Jersey, Uo Hereby Certify that the 
corporation did, on the Thirty-first day 
December, 1957, tile in my office a duly ex 
and attested consent in writing to 
dissolution of said corporation, executed 
3 than two-thirds in interest of the 
stockholders thereof, which said certificate 
record of the proceedings aforesaid 
on file in my said office as provided 


IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
tixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Thirty-first day of December, 
A.D 


one thousand nine hundred 


and fifty-seven. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State 


9 16. 23 $21.60 





of NEW JERSEY 
TAT 





to whom  S presents may come. 


| 


. It appears to my satisfaction 
dulv authenticated record of 


ion oF his 








ex 
wb being the “agent therein and ‘- pg Pree 








the Stat e of New ‘Jersey. 





ated! pony attested consent 








have iereto 


A.U., on thousald Blbe 


these presenta may come 








t appears to my satisfaction 
enticated record of the proceed 








erein and | in charge second 








, 
yf 























SIALE OF NEW JEKSEY 
VEVARKTMENT OF STATE 
ERLIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


whom these presents may cume, 


JAS, lt appears to my) satisfaction, 


theuticated record of tue proceed 
¢ ‘Yuluutary alssolutivn thereof 


soeKilweus CONnseDt of ail the stuck- 
deposited iu my 
NEW STREET CORPORATION 








principa 
hock Ave 
County o1 
d Marko- 
in charge 
served), 

f Title 


ed Statutes 











rtiticate of Missulution 
IHEKEFUKE, 1, the Secretary of 
the State of w Jerney, Vo lMereby 
the said poralion did, ob tae 
of De nber, 1957, file in 
eae ted a i xtt ted eousent 


tu the dissolution of said cor- 


eareculed UF al lhe stockholders 
‘ hi said consent and tue record 
procecuipgs afotesald are now ob fie 


whee as provided by law 
PhSTIMUONY WHEKEUF, I 
“-L my hand and af- 
my offlal sea at Trenton, 
i rt th luy ive a 


L ouudred 





y-se ven 


JuWaAKD J. PATTEN 


cretary of State 





























yk W JERSI 
MENT OF STAT 
a) DISSOI IQ 
n exents 
¢ 
is A 
) ASSO) ~ 
5 ot f = . 
pr s be ser has 
¢ ¢ itle 14 
Rev Statutes 
diss t 
st € s Hi 
] er 7 
i ex ed a teste nser 
t ¢ i cor 
xecut t t stockholder 
hic said " e recor 
edings a ‘ w ! 
‘ ] hy 1 
WH 
; off fa I 
a enty-third r 
ID e ti e 
J ATI 
£21. Af 
ated er 20, 1 
I { ? ABBOTT 4 








Swe f? ( 
! sa i 
hit t bseribers 
r affirma r 1lms a 
st © esta i leceas 
ths from his i r th 
- - barred fr ros ting 
m nst the heeriher 
<a $ e subs ers 


‘DOROTHY ABBOTT. 
RAYMOND D YOUNG 


¥. PRYOR, Attorney 


Street 


: 
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Hudson County Friday Schedule 


SEPTEMBER - 1957 










































































OUTFIT 


ie Usive self-filing drawer 
ill be Shipped Prepaid jn 


HOURs! 


oe received by , 
ady for Dick + 
“Up by 2 Pa 





MINUTES 









Quality made for 
beauty and endurance 






* Stock and 
Transfer Ledger 

xz 0 Corporate 

Desk Seal 

3-Ring Minute Books 
with Booster and 
Rag Content Bond 
Minute Paper 

Book of Beauti 
fully Lithographed 
COPYRIGHTED 

Stock Certificates 

« Indestructible 

Heavy Duty 

Lift-Top Box 


4 Different Outfits, 









Also Available 


Starting at 
* *Reinforced Drawer 
$2.00 additional 
* Gold Lettering on All * Pocket Seal, at 


15” 
Books, at $1.00 $1.25 additional 
ALL-STATE Office Supply Co. 


502 HIGH STREET, NEWARK 2, N. J. MARKET 4-5577 


¢ Printed Minutes 
at $1.00 


Hudson Military Call CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 


EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY | EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 












































































































































































































































obhe | 
a | 
SECOND STATED SESSION held POSITION AVAILABLE IN A J ACTIVE PASSAIC COU 
10°00 in Union ( f ay v ex] ed . 
FRIDAY SCHEDULE ~ 
“A” ARRAIGNMENTS & SENTENCES 3)! 
7” PROBATE MATTERS & MISCELLANEOUS , “7: 
<— CIVIL MOTIONS & PRETRIAL CONFERENCES 3: 
COUNTY COURT JUDGES M502. 
1958 DUFFY DREWEN GRAF REEVES 
FRIDAY Part 1 Part 2 Part 3 Part 4 
Jan. 17 Cc c A B Essex Weekly Call wol 
Jan. 24 B C C A 974, 4047. 4213 : Citra eee. In 
Jan. 31 A Cc B H ' SUPERIOR COURT AND wh 
ogee “ nd : : N. J. Title Insurance Ass'n ESSEX COUNTY COURT an 
é . . ate. 7EKLY CALL 
Feb. 14 B C C A Officers Elected tIDAY. ARY 17, 1958 em 
Feb. 21 A 2 C B ete a4 rhea - 
Feb. 28 Cc B A C The New Jersey Title Insur- ——_— oe ‘ lea 
Mar. 7 B ey c A ance Association elected new > no 
Mar. 14 A Cc B Cc officers for 1958 at its 36th An- 1835, ALLSTATE Dis 
Mar. 21 B C A C nual Meeting and Banquet Sat- ; ona Gaull 
Mar. 28 Cc B C A urday night. Principal speaker rior 0 — INSURANCE co 1958. 
Apr. 11 A C Cc B at the affair was Warren Hill, > We ene *R vy, An 
Apr. 18 C C B A Executive Vice Pres. of the New ; 0 AM MOUNTAIN AVE MURRAY HIE Edwa 
Apr. 25 A Cc Cc B Jersey Savings and Loan League. a ses —' lant— 
May 2 C B A The new officers elecied are: | ° EMPLOYMENT WANTED ard S 
ee = ee Re ee Maurice A. Silver, President | Hudson Inactive Call namie precio Ko! 
. : é ORNEY, d E Ne 
Announcement Passaic County Pretrials| Edward A. Tobin, Ist V. P. aie Pee ; ty area. Ve pellar 
ania anaes <i William L. Tompkins, 2nd V.P. | ..... ull to t playir 
Rehert J. Movins, Robert. 7.) Oe es ber Max Schwartz, Treasurer n at 10:30 softba 
Novins and William E. O’Connor, | PRE-TRIALS William A. Lord is executive | (c-696, CC-1 ee. ee ee ADMITTED Fy Compe 
: MONDAY AN. 27 a | c- 5 5 |} With office in Hudson County, available . 
Jr. have formed a partnership | 4; 10 a. oa, B66, a6 secretary of the association. : ro wt ase 
under the name of Novins, No- | 41 1! A-M.-499, 572, 590 i ee ey | re ees 
: un . : NO oo) 7 | 4 079 M <CELLEN CAl 
vins & O’Connor, for the practice | 4: Back Injury Case C-2055. | , eetar aomee 
of law, with offices at 10 Wash- | *! -_ Institute Subject “f oats anda ane |e gage noe 
ington Street, Toms River. Robert - eater ihe nee 3348, 161, 4001, 4002, 4003, 4004, 4005 —_— 
J. Novins and Robert F. Novins | 4; “Medico-Lagel Problems” will | *"*: 0% OO. S080. “Ott, “Ses, tere DIVERSIFIED £1 
formerly practiced law under | “t 2 VM. 556. be the subject of the semi- ° eae 
ing | At ® PM 649 . cake Bankruptcies " 
the partnership name of Novins ae WEDNESDAY, JAN. 29 al.nual legal institute of the P aes 2 24 
. sane -" At 10:2 , (607 & 3 : P oe Wits Scuve oa 
& Novins. William E. O’Connor, | 4; ;; 4/4 A Monmouth Bar Association to be , ea a ; : = : 
s FY 9 : ad 4 Jorothy b33 at ewark - - — 
Jr. had been associated with + po ea A held in Asbury Park, New Jersey | a vol.: liab. $ assets | SECRETARY EXPERIENCED: EFF 
the former partnership since |‘: % Miz | . on Saturday, January 25, 1958,| $21,695.61: refr. W. 1. t. Alea | Mak ~ Rvcelent Reterenres, Weenty oey 
1956. omen Geese it has been announced by John jer ENCED LEGAL STENOGRA 
apameeaaease - At 11 A.M 577, 597, 635 N ills , oj + 2 le for te rary work or subst 
LEGAL NOTICE At 12 Noon—547, 570 MM. Pillsbury, President of the rsey City. He 4-0841 
2 aici | At 2 P..—488: 613. 633 Monmouth County Bar Associa- 93,760.00 
Dated: January 13, 1958 | At 3 M 2 : oo ae oat - - & 
laa elie nue ae ne “ PRIDAY, JAN. 31 tion. The program will be pre : FOR RENT 
Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M.| Weekly Call & Motions sented for the benefit of the) evans Colony CTIVE, COMPLI 
Poul X50. Sascaate, of te Sonety mea PM 0 lawyers of Monmouth, Middlesex, | ab . Bet? se ) 
the undersigned, Executor of said coger Coo and Ocean counties and sur-|} Moroney 
notice is hereb, rive to the creditors o > or ‘ ’ . . z RATS, | FEINS. Danie 
‘id. deceased, to exhibit’ to the subscriber ee a Gee ee rounding communities. sec igh 
under oath or affirmation, thelr claims and PRE-TRIALS “This is a follow-up on the | Wh. &* FOR SALE 
lemands agwinst the estate of said deceased, MONDAY, JAN. 27 Te : ‘e = GRANT. W 
within six months from this date, or they | \1 10 A.M 407, 429, 835 most successful institute we con- | "*43%.") as on wae 
vi ” oreve arrer ray yrosecut y Oo ¢ 1 57h > R27 4 . = ” ee sce be eo S_ » ~ 
a eaiur tea mae onion tan waknenteer, | At 1 oe SNS, G8, 09 ducted last March,” said Mr.| ¥.3 1856 to 1951 inelusi 
a greene At 2 P.M.—498, 508, 639 Pillsbury. ‘That institute covered 
<ESS ft .& KESSLER ttormey , Py 503 51 4 nth? | 
SU Mulberry Street : — nO SDAY. JAN Ss the subject of Settlement Nego- 
esas 46. St. 30, Ve. 4, 13 oe ae eee cer’ ae tiations and Preparation and | 
--— —_—_— = At 12 N S84, 600 | Trial of a Civil Action. This is| ‘ 
ROY GRIFFITH JONES Ata PM 842 Oss a natural follow-up and we feel | 
RAR Ber yaa ane ) that it will be equally successful. | 
PATENT ser nd At 11 AM. 587, 626. 63 We are happy to continue with 
E — aon mre Seed a the Committee on Continuing! 
‘ > r < = 5 . ! 
Sia echoes ainda y At 3 P.M.—(580 & 690) Legal Education of The Amer-| ie 
Chamber of Commerce Bldg., rHURSDAY, JAN. 30 soeeek nes, Meialt , llab ti = MILLAR 
24 Branford Place, Newark, N. J. At 10 vM 582 BSR, 606 ican aw nstitute collabora ing } t | Paters nD 
Mitchell 3-6136 At 12 Noon—_504, 508 with the American Bar | s — 
\t 2 P.M.—601, 602, 652 tion in its national program o erga; 1-8 a) 
se eameiieate = seid a ; Py 3Of 4 ; ; nee * }MECUM, Jame R >T 
At 3 PM eRIDAY, JAN. 31 continuing training for the legal|" x. 3 ii 38 on SERVICES FOR LAWYERS 
Surrogate’s Matters & Motions professi ” | $5,000.00; refr, W. L. & Tuff s Wm IDWRITING “XPER > INEi 
NORMAN N. POPPER +e ee ge profession. esp eee a6 HANDWRITING EXPERT, EXAMINE 
SCISTERE " At 3 PM 61s, 64 This Medico-Legal institute | ge tee ane. | 18 ee eee 
REGISTERED PATENT : Ya pike 5 : i alee U | ee ” mabe th, S42 Pi es t.. Camden 15 Pa k Row, New York 38, N. Y. 
TTORNEY Announcement will feature a back-injury case.) 3; (3. i,.°0.; Hab. , $1542:76; | assets | 7-8773-8. 
A oe aes sii saci A statement of facts involving}  thony } ; 1- ; eases pescon cadens 
17 Academy St., Newark 2, N. J. Erwin K. Weitz will continue 2 back-injury suit will be pre-/PaGcria. « Comm'l. Foreign Language Bu 
. Mitchell 2-1406 |the practice of law at 404 - 38th sented to the audience. In the} err. w Jeislen, _N. J. TE 
Services available to attorneys only St.. Union City. morning session, there will be an RESEARCH WILL, R 
¢ . P riefs and o s in own offic 
SS  ——————_ actual demonstration of direct E ee ee 
and Cross-examination of a] j‘5 BROKEN LADDER INVESTIGATIONS 4 
te sages : : | at Engineering data, metallurgical or ¥4 
at plaintiff's medical expert witness; sayrE, Wiliam A identification and teatimen] 
J ’o ie —. Sayre Associates Winchell Associates, ¢ ie 
Phone and a defendant Ss medical (ex- | a8 Oia Be ant maou Ns. gee 25706 a 
IN your data pert witness, by the plaintiff’s| sets 500.00! re: 












attorney and defendant’s at- 
wener- | CREDIT REPORTS: 
The afternoon session will then . 


NEW JERSEY BUREAUS 
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